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PREFACE

Most papers in this book were originally presented in three special ses-
sions at the 40th and 42nd editions of the International Congress on
Medieval Studies held at Kalamazoo in 2005 and 2007, respectively.
The aim of these sessions was to provide a fresh perspective on East-
ern Europe during the early Middle Ages, one that would draw strongly
on the experience of researchers from that region working on Avars,
Bulgars, and Khazars. To that end, the session organizer drew on the
knowledge and expertise of a number of specialists from Bulgaria, Hun-
gary, Romania, Austria, and Poland, in addition to Germany and the
United States.

Papers at the Kalamazoo Congress drew attention to the interaction
between societies in the early medieval Eastern and Western Europe.
One pointer to that was dress, as revealed by both archaeological exca-
vations and examination of manuscript illuminations. Burial assem-
blages in western Hungary, but also in northeastern Bulgaria produced a
number of artifacts for which good analogies exist only in Merovingian
and Carolingian-era assemblages. “Avar” or “Bulgar” dress was a com-
bination of elements of various origins, which was viewed as “exotic”
enough to be marked as special in ninth- and tenth-century manuscript
illuminations. Constructing the image of the Other was no doubt based
more on preconceived ideas than on actual experience with the ways of
life and customs of the Other(s). But the Kalamazoo papers suggested
that something more important may have taken place in the early Mid-
dle Ages: dress depended upon the social and political context, and Avar
and Bulgar envoys to different courts employed different ways of dress-
ing to convey different messages about their identity, as well as that of
their rulers. The “exotic” appearance of what was otherwise called the
“nomadic component” of Avar and Bulgar culture served not only for
a self-definition towards outsiders, but also as a source of self-identifi-
cation and (re-)“invention of traditions.” Mid-eleventh-century anony-
mous apocrypha written in Byzantine Bulgaria in Old Church Slavonic
propagated a bright vision of the Bulgarian past, portraying the reigns
of Boris, Symeon, and Peter as the glorious days long gone. Moreover,
Boris appears as “Michael Qagan,” a ruler with a Christian baptismal
name, but with a pre-Christian title operating as a symbol of a non-Byz-
antine form of group identity.
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Several original papers resulting from this multinational collaboration
were presented for inclusion into this volume: Tivadar Vida, Orsolya
Heinrich-Tamaska, Peter Stadler, and Tsvetelin Stepanov. In order to fill
some lacunae, but also to draw attention to some of the most important
topics of current research on the “other Europe”, additional articles were
commissioned from Péter Somogyi, Uwe Fiedler, Bartlomiej Szymon
Szmoniewski, Valeri Iotov, Veselina Vachkova, Dimitri Korobeinikov,
and Victor Spinei.

Engaging in this kind of interdisciplinary and multinational research
has been an arduous task. However, its rewards amply offset the difficul-
ties in communication that existed at times. It was, undoubtedly, a most
exhilarating experience from which I emerged richer in knowledge and
more hopeful. I take this opportunity to express my deepest thanks to all
contributors. They have all been remarkably cooperative in the process,
making editorial revisions, meeting deadlines, and making suggestions
to improve the book. I hope that the participants who made the three
Kalamazoo sessions so stimulating and memorable will share my plea-
sure in making the fresh insights contained in these papers accessible to
a wider public.

In the process of bringing together the various contributions included
in this book, I was fortunate to receive the assistance of several institu-
tions and individuals. First of all, I gratefully acknowledge the Medieval
Institute at Western Michigan University, the organizer of the Con-
gress on Medieval Studies in Kalamazoo, for its continuous support of
congress sessions dedicated to medieval Eastern Europe. I also thank
Dumbarton Oaks and the Institute for Advanced Study in Princeton for
providing generous hospitality during the academic year 2006/2007and
allowing me to concentrate my efforts on finalizing this work. Finally, I
owe a debt of gratitude to several people who, at different points, helped
me with the many tasks associated with the preparation of this book. I
am particularly grateful to Roman Kovalev (College of New Jersey) and
Peter B. Golden (Rutgers University) for their assistance and support.



INTRODUCTION

Florin Curta

“A stunted, foul and puny tribe, scarcely human and having no language
save one which bore but slight resemblance to human speech” So wrote
Jordanes in the mid-sixth century about the Huns.! About thirty years
later, John of Ephesus was no more complimenting about the Avars, “the
filthy race of long-haired barbarians™ Four centuries later, Emperor
Nicephorus II Phokas expressed his contempt for Peter, Emperor of
Bulgaria, in similar terms. According to Leo the Deacon, Nicephorus
saw Peter as nothing but a princeling clad in leather skins ruling over a
Scythian people, poor and unclean.’ In the 1200s, the Russian Primary
Chronicle called the Cumans “godless Ishmaelites” and explained that
Moab and Ammon, the sons whom Lot begat from incest with his daugh-
ters, were the ancestors of, among others, the Bulgars, which would
explain the uncleanness of that race.* Sometime later, at the opposite
side of the European continent, Matthew Paris described the 1241 inva-
sion of the Mongols in words strikingly similar to those employed by
Jordanes for his description of the Huns: “the men are inhuman and of
the nature of beasts, rather to be called monsters than men.”

While these accounts have a lot in common, their authors also share
a conspicuous ignorance about their subject matter: none of them has
actually seen the people described in such unfavorable terms. Medi-
eval chroniclers were certainly not alone in making up stories about the
peoples of Eastern Europe. To most inhabitants of medieval Western
Europe, these peoples were literally beyond the pale. The same is true
about early twenty-first century American students studying the history

! Jordanes, Getica 24.121, English translation in Mierow 1915, 85.

? John of Ephesus, Ecclesiastical History 6.45, English translation in Brooks 1936, 258.
For the image of the Avars in the West, see Tirr 1976.

* Leo the Deacon, History, in Hase 1828, 61-62. For the image of Bulgarians in Byz-
antine literature, see Angelov 1994.

* Russian Primary Chronicle, in Adrianova-Peretts 1950, 152-53. The Bulgars the
Rus’ annalist had in mind were of course the Volga, not the Danube Bulgars. For the
“godless Ishmaelites,” see also Chekin 1992.

*> Matthew Paris, Chronica maiora, in Luard 1877, 76, English translation from Giles
1853, 312-13. For Mongols as cannibals, see Guzman 1991.
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of medieval Europe. If they learn anything about Avars, Bulgars, Kha-
zars, and Cumans, it is that they were beyond the horizon of European
history. The Avars were a “great horde attacking Constantinople,” an “Asi-
atic people related to the Huns” and a “nomad confederacy””® Similarly,
the Khazars lived in Central Asia, while the Bulgars were just “another
wave of invaders from Asia.”” To be sure, specialists in the field had no
small contribution to the conceptual separation of the Other from the
history of the European continent. In an otherwise excellent synthe-
sis on the history of the nomads of medieval Eurasia, Peter B. Golden
writes the following about Hungarians in medieval Hungary: “With
their conversion to Christianity and assimilation into the ‘Respublica
Christiana, these ancient Inner Asian traditions were effaced over time
[emphasis added].”® Istvan Vasary’s recent book on Cumans and Tatars
in the twelfth- to fourteenth-century Balkans insists on calling both
peoples “oriental conquerors [emphasis added],” while at the same time
acknowledging at several points that the Cumans and Tatars involved
in Balkan affairs came from the neighboring steppe north of the Lower
Danube and the Black Sea, not from the “Orient.”

Whatever their involvement, direct or indirect, in the creation of an
East European form of Orientalism, in the sense captured by Edward
Said’s critique,' archaeologists, especially in Hungary, have already
begun to question the obsessive preoccupation with the “Orient” and
the “steppe” that was so typical for traditional approaches to the history

¢ Tierney and Painter 1992, 88-89; Frankforter 2003, 94; Collins 1999, 142. Accord-
ing to Rosenwein, 2005, 113, they Avars had strongholds, while Collins 1999, 287 knows
of an Avar “great ceremonial centre known as the Ring”

7 Collins 1999, 144; Frankforter 2003, 95. By contrast, according to Frankforter 2003,
288, the tribal lands of the Kipchak (Cumans) were north of the Caspian Sea. While
to Tierney and Painter 1992, 222, the Bulgars were a Turko-Mongol people, accord-
ing to Rosenwein 2005, 61 they were not just “Turkic-speaking,” but also “nomadic”
The only thing worth mentioning about Khazars is that they were “Jewish” (Rosenwein
2005, 138). There is no mention of Pliska in Rosenwein’s textbook, although the city is
correctly marked on the map at Rosenwein 2005, 97. A much better coverage of both
Bulgars and Khazars may be found in Moran Cruz and Gerberding 2004, 188-191.

 Golden 1998, 38. To Golden 1998, 37, “nomadic statehood” in the western Eur-
asian steppes (i.e., in Eastern Europe) was “almost invariably” introduced from outside
the region. The only exception to that rule is that of the Avars, whom Golden 1998, 29,
calls “European.”

? Vasary 2005, 146. The stone statue represented on the book’s dustjacket, which sup-
posedly is the figure of a Cuman, is in fact from Crimea, not from Inner Asia.

10" Said 1979. For the “Asian component” of the early Khazar history, see Kliashtornyi
2005. For the uses and abuses of Khazar history and archaeology for the promotion of
nationalist ideologies, see Kizilov and Mikhailova 2005.
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of Avars, Bulgars, or Khazars. As Hungary and Bulgaria have now joined
the European Union, Avar and Bulgar archaeology has moved away
from the Steppenfixierung of the old school, whose research agenda was
often driven by questions formulated by Turkologists."" Instead of yurts
and horse gear, archaeologists have now turned to “Germanic” assem-
blages from western Hungary, especially from around the southwestern
end of the Balaton Lake, which could be dated to the Avar age and thus
testify to the continuing relations with Western Europe at a time for
which most historians assume that such relations did not exist. Else-
where, while interest in the “Orient” and the steppe has remained rela-
tively strong among historians, archaeologists have begun to develop
new models of interpretation primarily based on comparison with con-
temporary phenomena in Western Europe."

During the last few years, the “Europe of the Other,” a topic rarely, if
ever discussed by historians of the Middle Ages, has gradually turned
into the “other Europe,” an object of study in its own terms and with
a very rich research history. In Eastern Europe, renewed interest in
“Europe” (as opposed to the “Orient”) has also led to a fundamental
questioning of the meaning of the evidence and of key concepts in the
discipline, such as nomadism.” Both historians and archaeologists
appear to be altering the ways in which they conceive of the meaning
of their objects of analysis, but in many cases these developments have
seldom been communicated beyond the discipline in which they were
originally defined. Historians and archaeologists have become isolated,
as the latter have considerably moved away from the culture-historical
paradigm, which has established ethnicity as the main concern of study
for the discipline of medieval archaeology in Eastern Europe. Similarly,
most historians of the European Middle Ages, especially those writing in
English, have lost touch with their archaeological colleagues working in
Eastern Europe and currently express little or no interest in the study of
the “steppe empires” in general and even less interest in Avars, Bulgars,
Khazars, and Cumans, whom they still perceive as non-Europeans.

The present volume of essays is devoted to this double challenge of
(re-)definition and disciplinary dialogue. The title chosen here uses a

1 Balint 1999; Shingiray 2006. See also Tivadar Vida, in this volume. For Csanad
Bélint’s own Steppenfixierung, see Bélint 1975, 1980-1981 and 1989.

12 Kind 1999 and Wedepohl 1999.

13 See Balint 1996. Irreplaceable for the re-evaluation of nomadism remains Khaza-
nov 1994; see also Zimonyi 1995 and 2005, as well as Giesshauf 2000.
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metaphor of geographical inspiration to encompass the complexities
of the subject. The metaphor stands metonymically for the peoples
involved, mainly because it is hoped that this will find easier acceptance
in situations where no single set of defining criteria matches the histori-
cally recorded phenomena on the ground. The “other Europe” is both
Eastern Europe and the “Europe of the Other” No claims are made for
comprehensive coverage in either geographical or chronological terms.
The essays in this volume deploy a wide assortment of new data, most
of it unavailable a decade or so ago, in order to reveal new facets and
alternative interpretations of the history and archaeology of the East
European “nomads.” Methodologically, the approaches various authors
take to the evidence and their use of that evidence differ from earlier
studies of either nomadism or medieval Eastern Europe. In many ways,
the authors of these papers problematize the debate and point to the
complexity of cultural change and the nature of identity in the Avar
qaganate, Bulgaria, or Desht-i-Kipchak. Tivadar Vida concentrates on
the construction of a non-Avar (“Germanic”) identity through the dress
of men and women buried in relatively large cemeteries of the Early
Avar age excavated in western Hungary. To do this, he focuses on a
number of remarkable analogies between belt sets found in Hungarian
cemeteries and in burial assemblages in Western Europe dated to the
Early Merovingian II phase. Even more remarkable are the parallels to
be established between female fashions in those two regions of the Con-
tinent, especially the practice of wearing a long strap hanging from the
waist and adorned with multiple mounts. Vida argues that instead of a
unidirectional influence, the archaeological evidence points to a com-
mon source for that practice, most likely originating in Byzantium. Rich
burials of local aristocrats excavated in Keszthely bespeak the connec-
tions established by pre-Avar-age elites with the Empire, which contin-
ued uninterrupted after the Avar conquest of the Carpathian Basin, at
least until the 630s. Until that date, a relatively strong group of popula-
tion maintained not only its internal social organization, but a sense of
Christian identity, the hallmark of which was the three-aisled basilica
erected in the middle of the Late Roman fort at Keszthely-Fenékpuszta.
That a Christian group survived the Avar conquest and even pros-
pered under Avar rule is a remarkable conclusion, given the stereotype
emerging during the Carolingian age and surviving in historiography
to the present day, according to which Avars were barbarians primarily
because of their marked hostility towards the Church. Such evidence
in the source material points to a situation in which the Avar rulers
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recognized that cultural uniformity was not of primary, or even any,
importance. What was crucial, though, was the political control of the
“multicultural society” of the Early Avar qaganate.

A similar theme is pursued by Peter Stadler in a paper based on the
enormous quantity of published material collected in his image data-
base Montelius. Rather than seeing the process of cultural change, in the
aftermath of the Avar conquest of the Carpathian Basin, as a simple mir-
ror of historical change, Stadler raises the issue of a chronology of the
Avar-age based on independent dating methods, such as radiocarbon.
His conclusions, namely that the Middle Avar age is basically a fifty-year
long period in the middle of the seventh century, has great implications
for the radical cultural changes to which archaeologists point to explain
the onset of the Late Avar period. With the assistance of the Winserion
software he created to analyze the large volume of data in his image
database Montelius, Stadler attempts to delineate cultural clusters on the
map of the Carpathian Basin. What he finds in the material record is a
situation in which the use of material culture may be interpreted as an
attempt to build ethnic boundaries. Individual members of local com-
munities were buried in certain ways and together with certain grave
goods not only because of “local customs,” but as a form of regional,
perhaps ethnic identity. What Stadler calls “Germanic” or “Slavic” may
or may not overlap with the linguistic definition of such human groups.
The much more important thing is the contrast that he draws between
the melting-pot picture of the Early Avar age and the remarkable cultural
uniformity of the Late Avar period. Thus Stadler replaces any notion of
a direct link between material culture and ethnic identity with a much
more sophisticated discussion of the power configurations at different
moments in his chronology of the Avar age. Inevitably with all interpre-
tations based on archaeological chronologies, the historical interpreta-
tion is itself subject to discussion. But in order to draw on concepts used
in modern theoretical approaches to ethnicity, we should abandon the
simplistic association between pots and people, which has become the
hallmark of the culture-historical paradigm in archaeology, as well as
agnostic positions verging on nihilism recently advocated, among oth-
ers, by Sebastian Brather."*

Following on from Stadler’s discussion of chronology, Péter Somogyi
undercuts the simplistic notion of associating minting dates of coins

'* Brather 2004. For a critique of Brather’s position, see Curta 2007.
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found in burial assemblages with the ruling years of the issuing emper-
ors. He finds no support in the numismatic evidence for the assump-
tion widely spread among Hungarian archaeologists, namely that later
Byzantine coins struck for seventh-century emperors of the Heraclian
dynasty entered the Carpathian Basin together with an alleged migration
of Bulgars (Onogurs) from the steppes north of the Black Sea. Instead,
Somogyi notices a dramatic change in the quantity and quality of the
coins entering Avaria, which were struck after ca. 650. In contrast to
the payment of subsidies (or tribute) in gold, which defined the Byzan-
tine-Avar relations up to 626, late seventh-century gold coins found in
Avaria must be interpreted as evidence of gift giving, most likely impe-
rial bribes meant to hire Avar military assistance against the Bulgars.
Somogyi rejects the idea that the interruption of the flow of gold into
Avaria was a function of the alleged economic crisis of the Byzantine
Empire. Instead, like Stadler, he points to the oscillations of the political
and military relations, which were the main drive behind the “gift econ-
omy” employed by Byzantine emperors in order to secure (at a relatively
low cost) the borders of their empire."

Chronology and the implications of re-dating monuments and sites
are at the fore of Uwe Fiedler’s survey of the archaeological evidence
and of the state of current research on pre-Christian Bulgaria. He shows
how it is difficult, if not impossible to generalize on the basis of the
archaeological evidence about the growth of the early medieval state.
He identifies separate settlement areas for the Bulgars and the Slavs,
with particular emphasis on specific burial customs, but he also notes
that there is considerable regional variation that hinders us from draw-
ing any clear-cut boundaries between settlement areas. However, it is
clear that the pattern of variation cannot be established on geographical
grounds alone: a Bulgar “core” in the northeastern region of present-day
Bulgaria was surrounded by a Slavic “periphery.” Fiedler’s discussion of
the ditches marking the boundaries of both territory and power opens
up the medieval landscape as a cultural artefact that can be used to
express ideals of power representation, not simply to the local subjects
of the Bulgar ruler, but also to visitors from further afield. However,
the Bulgar dikes form only part of the picture: the remarkable results of
excavations in Pliska could equally be utilized to map out the growth of
royal power in early medieval Bulgaria. Fiedler’s conclusion is further

15 Cutler 2002; Prinzing 2005.
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enhanced by the analysis of Bulgar inscriptions, of the Madara Horse-
man, and of fortifications.

Often the Avars have been presented as primarily pastoralists with
technological traditions very different from those in existence in the rest
of medieval Europe. This has caused many archaeologists and histori-
ans to see the sheer quantity of bronze casts produced during the Late
Avar age as exceptional, with no antecedents in the first century of Avar
history. Such views are fundamentally questioned by Orsolya Heinrich-
Tamaska in her paper on Avar-age metalworking technologies in the
Carpathian Basin. She points out that Avar archaeology has failed to
see the potential of the analysis of metalworking technologies, such as
surface elaboration, glazing, and inlay techniques in connection with
Byzantine and Merovingian traditions. From her analysis of Early Avar
niello, damascening, and stone or glass inserting, Heinrich-Tamaska
puts forward a powerful argument for the existence within Avaria of
highly skilled craftsmen, capable of associating sophisticated stylistic
messages and complicated or “high tech” procedures. Such procedures,
often neglected in the past in favor of a stylistic analysis of artifacts,
needs to be placed in a contemporary context. Moreover, Avar-age
metalworking technologies may offer a model of how chaines opératoires
and linked ornamental patterns may be used to identify forms of social
behaviour."

Bartlomiej Szymon Szmoniewski’s paper likewise offers a less con-
ventional approach, in this case to the metalwork found in sixth- to
seventh-century hoards of bronze and silver from Ukraine, examining
the symbolism behind images of animals and humans on mounts pos-
sibly used to decorate the saddle. As means of expressing social ranking
within communities of the so-called Pen'kivka culture, anthropomor-
phic and zoomorphic motifs displayed on artifacts included in hoards
of bronze and silver may have served to reinforce hierarchies seriously
undermined by the political and military instability of the period fol-
lowing the disintegration of Great Bulgaria and the rise of the Khazars.
Szmoniewski’s account throws into relief the role the new style of deco-
rating high-status artifacts with a combination of animal and human
images may have had in communicating claims to power and privilege.

The significance of the Avar material in the “stirrup controversy”
forms the subject of my own essay. An examination of the complex

16 See Balfet 1991.
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historiographic debate surrounding Lynn White’s book, Medieval Tech-
nology and Social Change (1962) reveals that at stake was the introduc-
tion of the stirrup in the early eighth century believed to have triggered
profound changes in medieval warfare, which were ultimately respon-
sible for the rise of feudalism. Several problems emerge from acknowl-
edging a revised chronology of the earliest stirrups of the Avar age in
combination with an attentive analysis of the Strategikon, a military
treatise written shortly before 600, which contains the first written men-
tion of stirrups. This leads into the question of the nature of the dif-
fusion process responsible for the adoption, if only on a modest scale,
of Avar-age stirrups in Merovingian Europe. While warning against a
too hasty association of stirrups and mounted shock combat, my paper
nevertheless emphasizes that the archaeological record of Early Avar-
age burial assemblages strongly suggests that stirrups were symbolically
associated to a class of “professional” warriors, who were often accom-
panied in death by their warhorses.

A similar mechanism may have been at work in the diffusion of the
so-called “Hungarian sabers” discussed inValeri Iotov’s short note in
chapter 8. The number of such sabers so far found in Bulgaria precludes
the interpretation of these weapons simply as an index fossil of the
Magyar raids into Bulgaria during the early regnal years of Symeon
(893-927). Instead, Iotov suggests that the weapon was quickly adopted
by Bulgar warriors and possibly produced in Bulgaria. It remains un-
clear, though, what exactly was the process responsible for the cultural
contact between Bulgar warriors and the horsemen in the steppe lands
north of the Black Sea.

The problematic relations between Bulgaria and the steppe north of
the Caspian Sea controlled by the Khazars are highlighted in Veselina
Vachkova’s paper with reference to the position both areas had within
the Byzantine concept of the inhabited world. The context here, Vach-
kova argues, is not that of geography, but of the geopolitical notion of
an oikoumene centered upon the city of Constantinople. The protection
of the New Rome required that special attention be paid to the Danube
frontier of the Empire across which several “Scythian” nations had
come, who had attacked Constantinople. The precise positions assigned
within this geopolitical concept to Bulgaria and Khazaria, respectively,
may explain the specific ideologies by which local elites justified their
attitudes towards the Empire. Using Gilbert Dagron’s definition of the
“Byzantine civilization,” Vachkova argues that “Bulgaria copied the
Byzantine model, excepting the Greek language; it used the Slavonic
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language, ignoring the Slavonic inheritance; it put forward claims for
the western crown and also for being a Second or New Rome.” By the
same token, Khazaria “did not mind being the New Israel, but never
developed the idea of a sacred New Jerusalem; it adopted Judaism, but
not the Talmudic theology; the Khazar ruler declared himself a succes-
sor to David and Solomon,” while still maintaining the old, Turkic forms
of power representation.

The question of the relations between Bulgaria and the political
“traditions of the steppe” is also placed in the foreground of Tsvetelin
Stepanov’s analysis of the concept of khagan (qagan) in early medieval
Bulgaria. Although the title was never used by Bulgar rulers during the
pre-Christian period, it is attributed to Boris in a number of later texts,
most prominently in late eleventh-century Bulgarian apocalyptic texts.
In fact what Stepanov finds is that the use of the title of qagan to refer
to Bulgarian rulers in the past was a way to link Bulgarians as Chosen
People to eschatological expectations. He concludes that at the origin of
this peculiar concept was a Bulgarian adaptation, perhaps in the elev-
enth century, of the Apocalypse of Methodius of Pathara.

A major problem, already raised earlier and a theme running through
many of the papers, is how individuals present their identity and how
that identity is read by the wider community. This problem is raised in
his chapter by Dimitri Korobeinikov, discussing the negotiation of Kip-
chak (Cuman) identity in Mamluk Egypt. The official name of that state
was dawla al-turkiyya (the State of the Turks) and a sense of Cuman
identity was maintained among the Mamluks to the point that the biog-
raphy of Sultan Baybars, as preserved in such contemporary sources as
Ibn Shaddad (whose text survives in Ibn Taghribirdi) highlighted his
birth and childhood in Desht-i-Kipchak, as well as enslavement and
subsequent travels to Bulgaria and the Near East. Korobeinikov points
out that the way in which Baybars’s story encapsulates the tragic fate of
many Cumans in the aftermath of the battle at Kalka and the Mongol
invasion of Eastern Europe. The story can further be seen as a vehicle
for the preservation in Mamluk Egypt of a collective memory broadly
reflecting a sense of Cuman identity.

No sense of Cuman identity may be found in historical accounts per-
taining to the creation of the Cuman Bishopric, as Victor Spinei shows
in the last chapter of the book. The basis for creating such a bishopric
on the southeastern border of the Kingdom of Hungary was both the
papal hopes to convert the Cumans and the desire of the Hungarian
kings to occupy a number of territories to the east and northeast of the
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Carpathian Mountains. It is clear from the evidence presented by Spinei
that at the same time as some Cuman communities requested to be bap-
tized by the archbishop of Esztergom, the internecine strife within the
Cuman lands on the Lower Danube and north of the Black Sea reached
an unprecedented level of violence. Similarly dangerous divisions were
created by the advance of the Mongols, who skillfully took advantage of
the conflicts between various Cuman tribes. The linkage between Cath-
olic proselytism and Hungarian expansion to the east of the Carpathian
Mountains can also be shown by fourteenth-century papal attempts to
revive the Cuman Bishopric as the Bishopric of Milcovia. Spinei notes
the absence of any significant archaeological evidence of the presence of
Cumans (or of any other population) within the territory of the Cuman
bishopric. But this should not be read as a problem of archaeological
research agenda. Instead, Spinei’s conclusion is that the hilly, densely
forested landscape of the Cuman Bishopric was not very favorable to the
pastoralist economy of Cuman communities. There were after all, “not
that many Cumans in the Cuman Bishopric, a conclusion supported by
written, archaeological, and linguistic (place name) evidence.”

The approaches that contributors to this volume have taken are varied.
Some have adopted a survey mode, while others have preferred a more
thematic approach, either by examining particular aspects or by exam-
ining issues from a more comparative, methodological, or theoretical
standpoint. As a consequence, the goal of this volume has been to pro-
vide not authoritative answers, but a range of perspectives with which to
highlight the rich diversity of issues and ideas underlying a complex yet
critical subject. In exposing new areas for research, it is often reconciling
the different interpretations indicated by different categories of evidence
that provides the greatest challenges. By bringing together a variety of
specialists in a single volume, I hope to have taken a first step towards
a new understanding of some of the more significant ways in which the
study of medieval Eastern Europe has recently changed and why it will
most likely continue to do so.
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CONFLICT AND COEXISTENCE:
THE LOCAL POPULATION OF THE CARPATHIAN BASIN
UNDER AVAR RULE (SIXTH TO SEVENTH CENTURY)

Tivadar Vida

The date of the Avar migration to the Middle Danube region (568) is
a turning point in the history of the Carpathian Basin. The Avars con-
quered and then united under their rule the inhabitants of the region,
Germanic and Romance populations, Slavs, and inhabitants of the bor-
der provinces of the early Byzantine Empire. The polity established in
the Carpathian Basin by the Avar horsemen in the late sixth century
survived for two and a half centuries and became one of the most impor-
tant political and military factors in early medieval Europe.

Recent archaeological excavations in Hungary have produced new
evidence for a detailed study of the interaction between the Middle
Danube region and the steppe lands north of the Black Sea from which
the Avars had come, as well as of the interactions between Avars and
other nomadic groups, on one hand, and the natives of the Carpathian
Basin, on the other. The remarkable wealth and variety of the archae-
ological record offers unique opportunities for the refinement of the
Early Avar chronology and, as consequence, for the reconstruction of
the cultural and possibly ethnic conditions in the Carpathian Basin
in the late 500s and during the seventh century. Any attempt at study-
ing the ethnic and cultural interactions within the early Avar qaganate
must start from identifying those phenomena and artifact assemblages,
which offer new information about dress, spirituality, social stratifica-
tion, lifeways, and modes of production. This chapter is a survey of the
most recent advances in the archaeology of the Avar age.

A brief history of research

During the nineteenth and early twentieth century, Hungarian archae-
ologists were obsessively and almost exclusively preoccupied with study-
ing contacts between Avars and the East. The political and cultural bias
of this peculiar form of Orientalism has only recently become the object
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of critical studies.! During the second half of the 1900s, most Hungar-
ian scholars had little, if any, interest in the study of the relationships
between Avars, on one hand, and the local population of the Carpathian
Basin, which they had found in place.” This changed in the early 1980s,
when Eva Garam began the publication of artifacts of Byzantine origin
found in Avar-age assemblages. In doing so, she drew inspiration from a
number of prominent studies published in Western Europe at that time.?
In the meantime, Attila Kiss had started the excavation of the large cem-
etery at Kolked-Feketekapu, which prompted him to approach the prob-
lem of the Gepids under Avar rule.* The results of his investigations were
first presented in a volume of studies and then became the basis for the
two monographs on the Kolked-Feketekapu cemeteries.” Csanad Balint,
who had initially focused on the steppe traditions in the culture of the
Avar age, later became very critical of the overemphasis on, and mis-
use of, eastern analogies in Avar archaeology.® He was the first to study
systematically artifact categories at variance with the traditions of the
steppe, but he did not draw any ethnic or cultural conclusions from that
material.” His position later changed, and together with Falko Daim,
Csandd Balint became the staunchest advocate of the idea that from and
archaeological point of view, the Avar-age Carpathian Basin was little
more than a periphery of the Byzantine cultural world.® Nevertheless, it
is equally true that the social structure and power configuration of the
Avar gaganate remained “eastern” throughout the two centuries and a
half of Avar history.

The collapse of the Communist regime and the re-orientation of
Hungary towards the European Union re-directed the attention of
Hungarian scholars towards the European traditions of the Avar age,
primarily the relations between the Avars, the Merovingian world, and

! Bilint, forthcoming. Worth mentioning in this context are also Laszlé 1955 and
Béna 1980, 31-95.

2 There was of course much interest in the study of Germanic groups that had settled
over the course of history in the Middle Danube region. However, the study of the rela-
tions between such groups or other segments of the local population in the Carpathian
Basin, on one hand, and the Avars, on the other, made little progress, primarily because
of the lack of evidence enabling scholars to move beyond the rather simplistic assump-
tions of Alfoldi 1926 and Marosi and Fettich 1936, 63-99.

* For a history of research, see Garam 2001, 233-34.

* Kiss 1987a and 1992.

> Kiss 1988, 1996 and 2001.

¢ Balint 1989, 176-83.

7 Balint 1993, 233-46.

8 Balint 2000, 99-162; Daim 2000, 77-204.
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groups of population within the neighboring provinces of the early Byz-
antine Empire. The last two decades witnessed massive excavations of
cemeteries in eastern Pannonia (Budakaldsz, Kornye, Szekszard, and
Zamardi), a region of Hungary in which besides elements typical for the
culture of the steppe, archaeologists were able to identify both Roman
and Germanic traditions. It has now become possible to rephrase the
old questions in the light of both more evidence and a new understand-
ing of inter-cultural and interethnic relations within the Avar qaganate.
Particularly relevant in this respect is the ongoing debate about the “eth-
nic interpretation” in (medieval) archaeology.’ In a recently published
book, Sebastian Brather argues that identifying ethnic groups by archae-
ological means is neither possible, nor truly significant; archaeologists
should concentrate instead on studying economic and social phenom-
ena. Brather’s position may be popular with advocates of a post-proces-
sualist critique of both archaeological sources and the methods of the
archaeological inquiry, but it rests on wrong assumptions. In fact, quite
the contrary seems to be true: refined methods of dating and applica-
tion of anthropological and sociological models of ethnicity offer today
excellent opportunities for a much more sophisticated study by archaeo-
logical means of ethnic and cultural traditions. Early Avar burial assem-
blages are an excellent case in point, for through them we can gain a
glimpse into the traditions associated with the steppe, but also with the
Germanic or Romance groups known from historical sources to have
been in the Carpathian Basin for quite some time before the arrival of
the Avars. In what follows, I will attempt to show just how such tra-
ditions may be identified by means of an in-depth study of dress and
spiritual culture.

Avar aliens?

While building their new empire, the Avars reorganized the popula-
tion they had found in the region. Political power was unambiguously
reserved for the Avar elite. That much results from the uniform distri-
bution within the Carpathian Basin of ‘funerary pyre” assemblages of
Central Asian type (see below), as well as from the central position
within cemeteries of the first generations, a position granted to males
buried with their horses, composite bows and spearheads. Burials of

° Brather 2004. However, see Curta 2006 and 2007.
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high-ranking leaders produced swords with P- and D-shaped suspen-
sion mounts of East European type, as well as various symbols of power,
such as bird-shaped heads of scepters or staffs, which were carved in
either bone or wood and then covered with gold foil. Such symbols of
power have good analogies in burial assemblages of the Eurasian steppe
lands.

The Avars were pastoralists and the distribution of grave types and
goods of East European origin suggests that they first occupied the
Alfold (Great Hungarian Plain), with only a few garrisons settled in
Pannonia to secure the control of those lands. Archaeologists have
long viewed “funerary pyre” assemblages as the hallmark of the first
generation of Avars in the Carpathian Basin. These are shallow pits of
mortuary sacrificial use, which produced spearheads and horse gear, but
no bones. “Funerary pyre” assemblages are evenly distributed within the
Carpathian Basin."” By contrast, the distribution of lavishly furnished,
“princely” burials, such as Kunbabony, Bocsa and Tépe—all dated to the
first two thirds of the seventh century—indirectly suggests that the ini-
tial center of Avar power was indeed in the initially lay in the Alfold.
Chieftains and clan heads were more often than not buried in separate
family graveyards, according to their high social standing. The skele-
tons of the male buried in the “princely” burial at Kunbabony has been
anthropologically identified as of Sayano-Mongolid stock, which has
further been interpreted as an indication that the Avar elites, especially
the members of the qagan’s family and his retinue of warriors had all
come from the Eurasian steppe lands."

When the Avars entered Pannonia, the formerly Roman province
was already inhabited by groups of population, which, on the testi-
mony of the archaeological record, maintained strong relations with
both the Mediterranean region and with Frankish Gaul. Following the
migration of the Lombards to Italy, new cemeteries came into being in
eastern Pannonia, each with between several hundred and several thou-
sands of graves. No burial assemblage produced so far artifacts, which
could be treated as continuing the tradition of the early sixth-century
assemblages in the Carpathian Basin attributed to either Lombards
or Gepids. However, many of them have good analogies in late sixth-

' Németh and Klima 1987-1989, 178-79 with fig. 1.
' Toéth and Horvath 1992, 281-91. Not everyone agrees with the interpretation of the
Kunbdbony burial assemblage as a qagan’s tomb. See Kiss 1995, 131-49 with fig. 1.2.
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century assemblages in northern Italy attributed to the Lombards after
their migration from Pannonia. As such, these artifacts testify to the
spread of late antique tastes and fashions from the Mediterranean region.
The graves of Avar warriors buried together with their weapons cluster
in separate groups within such cemeteries, particularly during their first
phase of occupation (Budakalasz, Kolked, Szekszard). In fact, the very
structure of those cemeteries is determined by the central position of
warrior burials with horse skeletons.

The rather conservative features of the male dress in which Avar
warriors were buried are in sharp contrast with much lavish clothing
employed for female burials, elements of which betray more influence
of late antique fashions than their male counterparts. Grave 107 of the
cemetery A in Kolked-Feketekapu contained a male skeleton, most
likely an Avar warrior, judging from the sword with which he was bur-
ied. The man’s wife was buried next to him, in the neighboring grave
108, which produced an amazing variety of costly and richly decorated
dress accessories, such as gold earrings with croissant-shaped pendant
of Byzantine origin, a typically late antique disc-fibula, two pins, as well
as a folding iron chair. In sharp contrast to the male burial, the grave
goods from the female burial assemblage bespeak the quick adoption of
almost everything that was at that time in fashion across the European
continent.'? This could be interpreted as an indication either that the
woman was a member of one of the local communities with ties to the
Empire or to Frankish Gaul, or that not long after their arrival to Pan-
nonia, the women of the nomadic conquerors were quick to adopt the
local fashions. The archaeological record strongly supports the idea of
ties between communities in Western Europe and the Carpathian Basin
shortly after the arrival of the Avars. The beginning of the Avar age wit-
nessed a unique blending of steppe, Mediterranean, and Merovingian
traditions, a phenomenon that is especially prominent in assemblages,
the territory of the formerly Roman province of Pannonia.

12 Kiss 1996, 448-50 and pls. 34-36.
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The local “Germanic” population

During the last thirty years or so, excavations of cemeteries in western
Hungary produced a large number of cultural elements for which the
only or the best analogies are in the western Merovingian region of early
medieval Europe. In a now often cited paper, Attila Kiss has selected just
fifteen artifact categories and traced their origins back to assemblages in
the Carpathian Basin attributed to either Gepids or Lombards, with only
a few analogies in Reihengriberkreis assemblages of Western Europe.'

Such artifact categories (spathee, strap ends and belt mounts with
embossed decoration, iron belt mounts, combs, planes, earrings with
twisted end, ceramic wares with stamped decoration, etc.) do indeed
stand out as different from the artifacts associated with burials of Avar
warriors or with contemporary burial assemblages in the East Euro-
pean steppe lands. Attila Kiss’s conclusion was that there was a sub-
stantial population of Germanic origin in Pannonia during the first
century of Avar rule. He further suggested that these were communities
of Gepids forcefully resettled by the Avars from their native lands in
the Alfold.™

Kiss was certainly right in tracing the origin of those categories of
artifacts to the early Merovingian age. However, his lists of “Germanic”
traits are based exclusively on typology and stylistic analysis. Perhaps
because such methods were viewed as insufficient, his conclusions were
met with a lot of scepticism, even though several German scholars
had already substantiated Kiss’s ideas by pointing to striking parallels
between Avar- and Merovingian-age assemblages."

The close examination of many of the “Germanic” artifacts have
meanwhile revealed that they were often parts of a dress inspired by the
Merovingian fashion of the age. Moreover, other artifacts are directly
related to the ties between the spiritual life of the Avar-age inhabitants of
the Carpathian Basin and similar phenomena in the Merovingian world.

13 Kiss 1992.

! Kiss 1992, 1996, and 2001.

15 For a critique of Kiss’s ideas, see Bona 1987, 129; Balint 1993, 242-43. For a reply
to such criticism, see Kiss 1999-2001. For German scholars endorsing of Kiss’s ideas, see
Martin 1973, 110-12; Werner 1986, 26. The very chronology of the Avar age is based on
accepted dates of artifacts most typical for Merovingian assemblages (see Martin 1990,
65-90; Daim 1998, 97-135).
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“Germanic” male fashions

For male graves, most relevant for this discussion are belt sets and
weapons, as well as the particular ways of wearing or attaching them
(Fig. 1,6). Burial assemblages with male skeletons in Pannonia as
well as Transylvania produced belt sets typically including a buckle,
a buckle counter plate and a rectangular belt mount.'® Such sets were
very popular during the last third of the sixth century, particularly in
the western areas of Merovingian Europe. This is also true for other
categories of artifacts with which the belt sets were associated, such as
spathae, sax-like short swords, or shield bosses. In Western Europe, the
three-piece belt set is dated to the Early Merovingian II phase, namely
between 570/580 and 620/630.'7 Oftentimes, belt sets in Pannonia also
included wide strap ends, an element otherwise not present in West
European assemblages of the Early Merovingian II phase, but well
documented in contemporary assemblages in northern Italy. The strap
end from Vac was decorated in the so-called Martynivka style other-
wise inspired by Late Roman or early Byzantine metalwork.'® Three-
piece belt sets have also been found in the cemetery excavated during
the interwar period in Unirea (Transylvania).'” The interpretation of
these burial assemblages must take into account the strong parallels
with Merovingian burial assemblages for both belt sets and the asso-
ciated weapons. Whether “Lombards” or “Gepids,” the men buried in
Pannonia and Transylvania with three- or four-piece belts were given
the same treatment in death as their Frankish, Alamannian, or Bavarian
contemporaries.

The long, double-edged sword was a status symbol in the early Middle
Ages. The way in which the sword was suspended at the waist changed in
the course of time along with changing belt fashions. Most prominent in

16 Such belt sets are known from burials 18, 66, and 97 in Kornye (Salamon and Erdé-
lyi 1971, 80 with pl. 2.36-39 and 47; 87 with pl. 9.1-5; and 93 with pl. 15,25-27). They are
also known from the cemetery A in Kolked-Feketekapu (grave 324A; Kiss 1996, 212-13
and 482 pl. 68.1-4), Budakalasz (unpublished excavations by Adrien Pasztor and Tiva-
dar Vida, 1987-1992), and Véc (grave 401; Tettamanti 2000, 150 with pl. 22.401.4-8),
Band (graves 10, 71, 159, and 166; Kovacs 1913, 286 fig. 15.1-3, 332 fig. 51.1-3, 356 fig.
78.6 and 10, and 357 fig. 79.5), Unirea (graves 10 and 13; Roska 1934, 126 fig. 3E.1-2.5
and 127 fig. 4/A.2-3 and 14), and Noglac (grave 17; Rusu 1962, 272 fig. 2.39).

17 Kiss 1996, 212-13; Martin 1990, 74.

18 Tettamanti 2000, 150 with pl. 22.9. For the Marytnivka culture, to which that style
is attributed, see Bélint 1989, 88-92.

19 Graves 12 and 13: Roska 1934, 123-30.
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Figure 1. Artifacts illustrating the “Germanic” traditions of the Early Avar
period: 1—round brooch with Animal StyleII ornament (Csékberény, grave 283);
2—stocking suspender set (Budakaldsz-Dunapart, grave 1188); 3—female
dress with mount-studded hanging strap (Budakaldsz-Dunapart, grave 1148);
4—female head-dress with pin (Kolked-Feketekapu B, grave 85); 5—amulet
capsule (Budakalasz-Dunapart, grave 458); 6—a three- and four-piece sword-
belt set (Kolked-Feketekapu A, grave 324). After Vida 1995, 1996 and 2005;
Kiss 1996 and 2001.

Pannonia during the Early Avar age were the so-called Weihmorting
weapon belts, which appear Merovingian assemblages dated to the sixth
century.”® Graves 16 and 390 of the Szekszard-Bogyiszl6i cemetery pro-
duced rectangular belt mounts, which are similar to those decorating

20 Such belts were given their name by Hans Zeiss, who was the first to study them
(Zeiss 1934, 39). See now Ament 1974, 153-61; Menghin 1983, 145-49.
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Figure 2. Reconstruction of the dress of a noble woman from grave 85 of the
cemetery B in Kolked-Feketekapu B. Drawing by Sandor Osi, after Kiss 2001.

sword-belts found in the western area of Merovingian Europe (Fig. 3.1).*
Besides three belt mounts, the sword-belt set in grave 390 has a buckle
with a shield-shaped plate decorated with dentil, interlaced ornamenta-
tion. An identical ornamentation appears on a large, hinged strap end
found in the burial assemblage of grave 8 of the Unirea cemetery, in
which it was found in association with a female skeleton.” That an iden-
tical ornament may be found on artifacts found in assemblages at the
opposite ends of the Carpathian Basin speaks volumes about the circu-
lation of Avar-age ornamental motifs. Belt-mounts of the Weihmorting
type first appeared in West Merovingian assemblages at the beginning
of the last third of the sixth century, but were still in use in the early

! Rosner 1999, 50 fig. 7; 54-55 and 194 pl. 28. The sword-belt set from grave 390 has
been known to archaeologists for some time (see Bott 1987, 283).
22 Roska 1934, 126 fig. A,8.
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Figure 3. Sword belt-sets from grave 390 in Szekszdrd-Bogyiszl6i and the
Jankovich collection. Drawings by Sandor Osi, after Vida 2000.

600s.” In the Carpathian Basin, the earliest example with niello deco-
ration is that from the sixth-century cemetery at Szentendre.** Typo-
logically, technologically, and in terms of decorative patterns, all known
Avar-age specimens must be dated to the late sixth or early seventh
century. Such a chronology is not contradicted by what we know about
the dating of similar specimens from assemblages in northern Italy
attributed to the Lombards.”® In conclusion, Weihmorting-type belt
sets were in use by warriors in the Avar qaganate between 570 and
610, a chronology supported primarily by the toposeriation of the
Szekszard-Bogyiszloi cemetery, which shows that the two burials with

# Menghin 1983, 40-46, 53, 146; Koch 1990, 176; Reif 1994, 56.
# Bona 1976, figs. 62-63.
» Jorgensen 1991, 15 with fig. 10; Rupp 1997, 30 with fig. 6.
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Weihmorting-type belt sets were part of a cluster of graves in the very
middle of the cemetery, at a distance in both space and time from the
surrounding graves.

Equally significant for this discussion of “Germanic” fashions is a
number of gold artifacts with Animal Style II decoration, which have
been found ca. 1820 in Hungary and have subsequently entered the
Jankovich collection.” The function of these artifacts has long been
disputed, partly because of the obviously fragmentary character of the
assemblage.” That they all belonged to the same assemblage cannot be
doubted, given the same alloy, technique, and exquisite decoration. In
my opinion, the diamond-shaped mount strongly suggests that the arti
facts in the Jankovich collection may have belonged to a Late Merovin-
gian sword-belt (Fig. 3.2). Such diamond-shaped mounts appear in
multi-piece sword-belt sets, which usually included both a waist belt
and a side strap for the attachment of the scabbard.?® The side strap had
a strap end and a mount, while the diamond-shaped mount served for
attaching the side strap to the belt at the waist. This configuration is
reminiscent of the Civezzano-type belt sets dated to the first third of the
seventh century, which replaced the Weihmorting type and remained
in fashion until the late 600s.’ The change from Weihmorting to Civez-
zano belt sets is most interesting in cemeteries of northern Italy attrib-
uted to the Lombards. In Nocera Umbra, both types were in use between
590 and 610, after which the multi-piece Civezzano belt set gradually
became the only acceptable fashion.” Even though the exact circum-
stances in which the artifacts from the Jankovich collection have been
found remain unknown, their stylistic analysis strongly suggest a date
within the first third of the seventh century, precisely the time period
during which Civezzano belt sets came into fashion.

% For the circumstances of their finding, see Bona 1982-1983, 82 and 85.

77 Interpretations varied from Avar “princely belt set” (Bona 1982-83, 82 and 85) to
horse gear strap mounts (Janssen 1981, 166-67) and shoe strap mounts (Straub 1999,
96-99). Most such interpetations were based on the lack of any known Avar-age analo-
gies for the artifacts in the Jankovich collection. However, in recent decades gilded silver
objects of comparably exquisite execution and decoration have been found in Budaka-
ldsz, Zamardi and Kolked.

% Christlein 1971, 22-26 and fig. 7; Menghin 1973, 42-45 with fig. 32-33; Reif3 1994,
56-58 with fig, 15.

» Menghin 1983, 48-52 and 60.

% Rupp 1997, 30 fig. 6.
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Besides diamond-shaped mounts, multi-piece sword-belt sets are
also betrayed by the presence of pyramid-shaped hollow knobs.* Such
knobs were found in great numbers in cemeteries in northern Italy, the
existence of which coincides in time with the Early Avar assemblages. A
richly decorated pyramid-shaped knob may have also belonged to the
Jankovich collection assemblage. If so, it may not have been very differ-
ent from the specimen found in an Avar-age settlement in Keszthely-
Pusztaszentegyhazi dulé.*

The transition from the three- to the multi-piece belt sets in the Car-
pathian Basin took place at the same time and at a similar pace as in the
western areas of Merovingian Europe. We know of Gepid warriors in
Avar armies from contemporary Byzantine sources.”® It would be very
difficult, if not impossible, to picture the conquered Gepids, suppos-
edly forced into military service by their Avar masters, as equipped with
the wonderfully decorated weapons and belts found in Pannonia, all of
which point not only to a free, but also relatively prosperous population.
The fact that some, at least, of these accoutrements (e.g., the dress acces-
sories found in grave 85 in cemetery B at Kolked-Feketekapu or in grave
119 in Keszthely-Fenékpuszta) and sword-belt sets (the artifacts in the
Jankovich collection) were made of gold also suggest that that popula-
tion was also stratified, with a local aristocracy perhaps set in place or
at least confirmed by the Avar rulers. Allowed to enjoy a certain degree
of autonomy and to develop its own social hierarchy, the local popula-
tion of Pannonia maintained relations with the Frankish and Lombard
kingdoms. Whether these people were of truly Germanic origin or not,
the fashions they adopted from such distant locations set them apart
from other inhabitants of the Avar qaganate. From the second third of
the seventh century, their distinctive fashions began to wane and by the
late 600s completely disappeared. Most likely, the political autonomy of
the local population disappeared at the same time as its penchant for
distinctively “Germanic” fashions.

' Such knobs are known from a number of Avar-age graves excavated in Band
(grave 36), Unirea (grave 13), Noslac (grave 6), Budakaldsz-Dunapart (grave 1140), and
Kolked-Feketekapu A (graves 142 and 230). See Vida 2000, 169 with fig. 8.

2 Miiller 1999-2000, 348 with fig. 5.1.

3 See the discussion of those sources in Kiss 1992, 20-43.
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“Germanic” female fashions

The presence of a local population within the Avar qaganate maintain-
ing ties with the Merovingian world becomes even more evident when
analyzing burial assemblages with female skeletons. In Pannonia, such
assemblages produced belt sets consisting of mounts and a large strap
end, which were typically found between the skeleton’s legs. This has
been interpreted as pointing to the fashion of a long strap hanging from
the waist and adorned with pendants (Fig. 1.3). Rectangular mounts and
long strap ends found in such position within burials with female skel-
etons are commonly decorated with a semicircular punched ornament.
More often than not, mounts are made in the open-work technique,
with the central part decorated with thin stamped plates. Analogies
between this group of finds and Merovingian assemblages has already
been recognized by Nandor Fettich, while more recently Attila Kiss
demonstrated the links between artifacts with punched ornament and
the sixth-century metalwork of the Carpathian Basin attributed to the
Gepids.*

However, the specific fashion of a long strap adorned with mounts
with punched ornament can be traced back to the metalwork of the
sixth-century Pannonia, i.e., to Lombard traditions.” As a matter of fact,
the stylistic analysis of the ornament displayed on mounts used for the
decoration of the hanging strap may help establish a refined chronology
for them. Late sixth-century mounts have a simple punched ornament,
later ones display the interlaced pattern, while mounts with dentil orna-
mentation in the Animal Style II appear only after 600. Simple strap
ends from burials in the Tiszafiired cemetery suggest that in the late
600s the mount-studded strap hanging from the waist was still in fash-
ion, at least in some parts of the Avar qaganate.’® Moreover, recent finds
of cast mounts from Zamardi strongly suggest that the fashion survived
well into the Late Avar period, i.e., after 700.

The mount-studded strap hanging from the waist seem to have origi-
nated in those areas of Merovingian Europe inhabited by Franks and

3 Marosi and Fettich 1936, 63-99; Kiss 1996, 214-15.

* Bona 1976, 42 fig. 7. For the reconstruction of Lombard female fashions of Pan-
nonia, see Menghin 1985, 82 fig. 74; Martin 1991a, 652-61.

3% Strap ends with interlaced ornament found in graves 22, 298, and 465 of the
Tiszaflired cemetery may clearly be dated to the last third of the seventh century. See
Garam 1995, 188 and 204-206.
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Alamans. Indeed, some the earliest examples of the fashion are known
from fifth-century burial assemblages in southwestern Germany.*’ How-
ever, it has also been suggested that the idea may have in fact originated
in early Byzantine fashions and that the fifth-century noble Frankish or
Alamannic women were in fact emulating the fashionable ladies of the
high aristocracy in Constantinople.”® Early Byzantine mosaics often
depict women with textile ornamental ribbons hanging from the waist.
This is the case of the images of the Holy Virgin and of Elizabeth in the
Euphrasius Basilica of Pore¢; of the portrait of the founder (Adanetus
Iovia) in the Comodilla Catacomb in Rome (dated to 528); and of the
courtladies surrounding Empress Sarah and Theodora in the basilica of
San Vitale in Ravenna (Fig. 5.2.4).”” Women depicted in all these images
wear either single or double hanging straps. It comes as no surprise that
Avar-age mount-studded straps also appear in burials of high-status
females, who, much like their Frankish or Alamannic contemporaries,
strove to imitate the fashions of the early Byzantine aristocracy.

The precise function of the hanging strap is not easy to determine.
While the ornamental role seems obvious, attaching amulets or amulet-
like objects to the strap may have given an additional role to the mount-
studded strap. Moreover, the Avar-age custom of wearing amulets can
itself be traced back to Merovingian and ultimately early Byzantine
practices (see below). During the last part of the Early Avar period, the
number of mounts increased together with the variety of their orna-
mental patterns, some of which were directly inspired from the early
Byzantine art.*

It has also become clear recently that during the Early Avar period,
noble women in Pannonia wore Merovingian-style shoes, the presence
of which is signalled by finds of small buckles and strap ends between
knees and ankles (Fig. 1.2). It is important to note the difference, in
terms of both structure and decorative patterns, between such orna-

¥ Hinz 1966, 212; Diibner-Manthey 1987; Griinewald 1988, 108-26; Koch 1990,
156-63.

% Kiss 1964, 124-26 with fig. 14; Bona 1971, 70-71; Schulze 1976, 155-61; Martin
1991b, 33-37 with fig. 3; Martin 1991a, 658-61, Fig. 34-35.

* Porec: Prelog 1986, figs. 26 and 38. Rome: Ladner 1996, 44 with fig. 34. Ravenna:
Deichmann 1958, figs. 326 and 361.

0 This is best illustrated by the mount set found in grave 267 of the cemetery A in
Kolked-Feketekapu, in which rectangular mounts decorated in Animal Style II were
accompanied by a large, hinged strap end of the Kecskemét-Sallai type. See Kiss 1996,
475 with pl. 61.1-9 and 13.
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ments and the boot mounts typical for the footwear of East European
nomads, such as found, for example, in Szegvar-Oromdil6 grave 1.*
Small buckles and strap ends found in Early Avar burial assemblages
of eastern Pannonia and Transylvania belong to Clauss’s class I of stock-
ing suspender sets.*” This type of footwear was first recognized and
carefully studied in Budakaldsz. Since then, the number of similar finds
from other sites has multiplied rapidly. Small strap ends and buckles
of stocking suspender sets typically have a punched ornament, which
is similar to that of dress accessories from sixth-century assemblages
attributed to the Gepids.* Much like contemporary mounts decorating
the strap hanging from the waist, later footwear strap ends and buckles
were decorated with interlaced or dentil ornament in Animal Style II.
Burials of Avar-age noble women from Pannonia also produced
decorative pins similar to those from earlier, sixth-century assemblages
attributed to the Gepids.* The pin found on the right side of the skeleton
in grave 85 of the cemetery B in Kolked-Feketekapu is a unique speci-
men (fig. 1.4 and 2).* Only its upper end in the shape of an animal head
survives. Its best analogy is the silver pin from grave 75 in Straubing, but
the Kolked pin in the shape of an animal head reminds one of the similar
ornaments of several dress accessories from Scandinavian assemblages
of the Vendel I period.* Burial assemblages with female skeletons found
in south-western Germany and in Bavaria show that in the late 500s,
decorative pins were used to fasten a piece of cloth covering the head
and the upper body, often on the right side, across the right shoulder, as
indicated by the fact that such pins commonly appear on the right side
of the skull.”” This is directly comparable to the position of the Kolked
pin pointing downwards on the right side of the skull: it must have fas-
tened the veil or the kerchief falling on the shoulder or on the right side
of the head. In south-western Germany and Bavaria, aristocratic women
still wore the head-cloth on the right side of the body in the seventh

4 Lérinczy 1992, 88 fig. 6.1-6 and 89 fig. 7.2.

4 (Clauss 1976-77, 58-57.

# Vida 1996, 116 with fig. 8. The small strap ends from graves 1188 and 1400 in the
Budakaldsz-Dunapart cemetery had a punched decoration, and so did the specimen
from grave 85 of the cemetery A in K6lked-Feketekapu (Kiss 2001, 45 with pl. 31.4-5).

“ E.g., the pin used for the head-dress of the noble woman buried in grave 84 of the
Szentes-Nagyhegy cemetery, which is dated to the second third of the sixth century. See
Bona 1976, 43 with fig. 8.

# Kiss 2001, 43 and pl. 29.2.

4 Fischer 1993, 38-40 and pl. 31.6-7; Stolpe and Arne 1912, pls. 6.5 and 29.5.

7 E.g., grave 326 in Kirchheim am Ries. See Martin 1997, 354-55.
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century, but at that time ornamental breast pins worn in pairs came into
fashion in the western area of Merovingian Europe, across the Rhine. By
contrast, Avar-age pairs of pins are commonly found on both sides of
the skull, a sign that in the Carpathian Basin, they served for the fasten-
ing of the veil of early Byzantine inspiration.

The influence of the early Byzantine and Merovingian traditions upon
Avar-age fashions and customs is also evident in the popularity that
amulets enjoyed in the Carpathian Basin during the Early Avar period.
Recent excavations have produced sufficient evidence to support the
idea that Avar-age aristocratic women wore long mount-studded straps
reaching down below their knees. The fashion harks back to Merovin-
gian practices of attaching amulet pendants or fibulae to hanging straps,
as was the case in the early and mid-sixth century with noble Lombard
or Gepid women. It has become clear that the Avar conquest did not
put an end to such fashion, but that under Avar rule the old fashion
changed in that the hanging strap took on a purely decorative function,
with no amulets attached to it. However, Early Avar-age burial assem-
blages produced a few amulets of “Germanic” character, such as axe-
shaped pendants, tool amulets, and cowrie shells.*® Over twenty amulet
capsules are known so far from burial assemblages dated to the Early
Avar period (Fig. 1.5). These are wooden spheres decorated with bronze
and silver mounts. More than 100 such amulets are known from fifth-
to seventh-century burials of aristocratic women on the fringes of the
early Byzantine Empire: northern Caucasus, Crimea, the Balkans, Italy,
central Spain, central and northwestern Europe.* Early medieval amu-
let capsules were sometimes used for the storage of plants with healing
properties, much like the bullae of the Roman age. Much more often,
capsules were however used to store plant amulets, a pre-Christian
practice that continued well into Late Antiquity. A hint of syncretism
is given by the examination of surviving amulet capsules, especially on
their decoration which often includes explicitly Christian symbols, such
as the fish, birds, or the cross. There can be no doubt that both manu-
facturers and users knew the symbolism of such ornaments. Sometimes
a capsule initially used to store plant amulets may be reused for the
storage of relics. The religious ambiguity so evident in the use of amu-
let capsules speaks volumes about the syncretism of the late antique

% Vida 2002.
* Vida 1995.
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culture. Their adoption by members of the local population in the Car-
pathian Basin implies that that syncretism reached very far outside the
borders of the early Byzantine Empire.*

Social structure: rich burials of local aristocrats under the Avar rule

There is ample evidence for advanced social stratification within the
Avar qaganate. Lavishly furnished “princely” burials stand out among
poorer graves of common wariors, and the structure of many cemeter-
ies with several hundred burials strongly suggests social differentiation.
What remains unclear is the relationship between the ruling Avar aris-
tocracy and the local population.”® There are several mentions in Byz-
antine sources of Gepids fighting in the Avar army. No indication exists
in the archaeological record that these were slaves of the Avar, nor can
burial assemblages with weapons found in Pannonia be interpreted
as an indication of anything less than free men. Instead, sword-belts
decorated with gold or gilded such as those from the Jankovich collec-
tion or from the Szekszard cemetery point to a rather well-to-do local
aristocracy. This is substantiated by finds of lavishly furnished female
burials, such as graves 85 (Fig. 3) and 119 of the cemetery B in Kolked-
Feketekapu.”> A small cemetery with only ten graves was excavated
in 1974 less than a mile to the north from the Late Roman fortress at
Keszthely-Fenékpuszta.” The richest assemblages were found in wooden
burial chambers (graves 2, 4 and 5). In such cases, the burial pit floor
was covered with planks supported by posts, with stones piled on the
roof. Despite extensive robbing, the wealth of the assemblage found in
grave 2 was considerable: two golden pendants with polychrome glass

* The capsule found in grave 136 of the cemetery excavated in El Carpio de Tajo
(Castile), was decorated with a cross, a fish, a Star of David and floral ornaments. Floral
ornaments, together with a “tree of life” appear on the capsule from Deza. By contrast,
the capsule found in grave 90 of the Vendeuil-Caply cemetery in Picardy was decorated
with a cross nailed to it from both sides. The richly decorated silver capsule from Cologne
has a palm-leaf cross depicted on it. Among capsules found in the Carpathian Basin, the
cross appears on the specimens from Szérazd and grave 397 in Budakaldsz-Dunapart.
The other specimens from Budakaldsz and Csédkberény have simple leaf crosses. Often
the decoration of amulet capsules (such as those from Wonsheim and Arlon) combines
such apparently contradictory elements as palm-leaf crosses and motifs of the Animal
Style IT (Vida 1995).

51 Balint 2006.

52 Kiss 2001, 29-37 and 46-61.

5 S4gi 1991.
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inlay, eleven Roman coins plated in gold, a golden ring, a twelve-sided
jar made of bone.” Rectangular golden mounts with punched ornament
were attached to a textile ribbon hanging from the waist of the deceased
(probably a woman), the sign of an elegant and richly decorated dress.
Finds from other graves, such as a small strap end of the Martynivka type
or a three-piece belt set with interlaced ornament, suggest a date within
the Early Avar age. On the basis of the small pendants with almandine
inlays, scholars have initially dated the cemetery to the pre-Avar period
and attributed it to a mid-sixth-century Lombard community. However,
the both the Animal Style II decoration and the cloisonné decoration
of the pendants both with good analogies in the Wittislingen cemetery
leave no doubt as to a date within the third quarter of the sixth century.”
The small cemetery found in 1974 must have been used by a high-ranking
family for burying its members who had died in the aftermath of the
Avar conquest of Pannonia and the Lombard migration to Italy.
Another burial chamber was found in 1998 on the neighboring site
at Keszthely-Fenékpuszta-Pusztaszentegyhazi diil6.® Unlike the graves
of the cemetery excavated in 1974, this burial chamber had not been
completely robbed. Its western half was left intact, with a number of
valuable artifacts found there: a gold strap end with embossed deco-
ration, a buckle with Greek inscription, golden shield-shaped belt
mounts, a gilded pyramid-shaped mount with glass inlay, a golden
ring with encased gem, a wooden beaker with silver mount decorated
with interlaced ornament in Animal Style II, and a carved bone comb
decorated with bird heads. Judging by the size of the buckle and of the
strap end, as well as of the pyramid-shaped mount with glass inlay, this
must have been a sword-belt set of the Civezzano type similar to that
from the Jankovich collection, which was no doubt in the possession of
a high-ranking member of the local aristocracy.”” The burial chamber
was found less than 900 yards from the walls of the Keszthely-Fenék-
puszta fortress. During the Early Avar age, the fortress was occupied by
a relatively numerous community, which buried its leaders within and
around the basilica built within the fort, beside the old horreum.

St S4gi 1991, 116 with fig. 6-7.

%5 Heinrich Tamaska 2002, 36-39.

% This was an unusally large chamber (3.20 m in length, 1.70 m in width and 1.11 in
height). The excavators recorded the posts at both ends of the grave no doubt supporting
a timber roof. See Miiller 1999-2000.

7 An artifact similar to the pyramid-shaped mount with glass inlays may have origi-
nally belonged to the Jankovich belt set. See Vida 2000, 167 with fig. 6.
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It is therefore possible to see the Keszthely burials of the local elite as
evidence of the survival of a pre-Avar social hierarchy, even if, as sug-
gested by written sources, the local population may have been forced to
perform military service for the Avar rulers. High-ranking members of
the local elite were buried within the basilica, the graves of perhaps less
influential aristocrats were in the cemetery by the horreum, an com-
moners were laid to rest beside the southern wall of the fort. The sur-
vival under Avar rule of this clearly delineated social hierarchy suggest a
certain degree of political autonomy, which the community in Keszthely
enjoyed. The names of such non-Avar community leaders have not sur-
vived, perhaps because Byzantine sources were not interested in the role
and importance of this group within Avar society. In any case, on the
testimony of the archaeological record, the autonomy and prosperity
of the Keszthely community came to an end in the 630s, when follow-
ing the defeat of the Avars under the walls of Constantinople and the
ensuing civil war within the qaganate, all local autonomies and cultural
distinctions completely disappeared, making room for the much more
standardized culture of the Late Avar period.

Romans and Byzantines in Pannonia

A relatively large number of assemblages in southern Pannonia, mainly
in the region of Keszthely and Pécs point to such a considerable Roman
or early Byzantine cultural influence during the Early Avar period that
the assemblages in question are collectively referred to as the “Kesz-
thely culture”>® Much ink has been spilled on the interpretation of that
influence, but no agreement has so far been reached. Some believe that
responsible for that influence must be groups of population from the
Balkan provinces of the Empire, which the Avars had forcefully resettled
within the borders of the qaganate.”® To be sure, Theophylact Simocatta
twice mentions prisoners of war being taken to the qaganate after the
sack of Sirmium and Singidunum in 582 and 584, respectively.®’ Byzan-
tine prisoners of war moved to the Avar qaganate are also mentioned in

8 Miller 1992, 251-307; Bélint 1993, 222-33; Garam 2001, 178-99.

¥ In Hungary, the most important advocate of this interpretation ultimately rely-
ing on the testimony of the written sources was Bona 1970, 257-58 with n. 122. Béna’s
arguments have been adopted by Balint 1993, 226 with n. 125, who dates the Keszthely
culture to the seventh century (Balint 1993, 226-28).

% Theophylactus Simocatta, Historia 7.10, in Boor and Wirth 1972, 262.
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the Miracles of St. Demetrius, in connection with military events dated
between 610 and 618.%' Finally, according to Paul the Deacon, Lombard
captives were moved to the qaganate after the Avar raid into Friuli in
610 or 611.%

In my opinion the theory of the transplanted POWs does not work
with the existing archaeological evidence. The wealth of the cemetery by
the horreum of the Late Roman fort in Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, which
is outstanding even by early Byzantine standards, cannot be easily
reconciled with the idea of an enslaved population of prisoners.®® It is
also very unlikely that the captives brought from the Balkans would have
been moved to such a strategically important location, undoubtedly a
hub of trade and cultural routes. Much more persuading is Walter Pohl’s
interpretation of the Keszthely culture as an “island culture” formed in
a foreign milieu and playing the role of a cultural bridge between the
nomadic traditions of East European origin and the local traditions of
Central and Southeast European character.** I can only add that such an
interpretation is substantiated by the absence of any traces of Lombard
presence inside the fort in Keszthely-Fenékpuszta for the whole dura-
tion of the Pannonian phase of Lombard history, perhaps because the
site had already been occupied at that time by the local population. But
when exactly did that occupation begin and where did the “local popu-
lation” come from?

Many archaeologists have embraced the idea of direct continuity
from the Roman province of Pannonia, without much effort to prove the
point.® So far, no arguments have been brought forward to support a
cultural continuity from the fourth to the sixth century. The question of
the local, presumably Romance-speaking population cannot be reduced
to the Carpathian Basin alone. The issue begs a much broader approach
at the scale of the entire Mediterranean region, taking into consider-
ation especially those areas that were included into the successor, “bar-
barian” states of the early Middle Ages. In all those territories, a process
of acculturation must have been at work from a relatively early date,

81 Miracles of St. Demetrius 2.5, in Lemerle 1979, 285.
62 Paul the Deacon, Historia Langobardorum 4.37, in Bethmann and Waitz 1878,

6 Balint 1993, 226; Daim 2003, 473-76.

¢ Pohl 1988, 232-33.

5 To be sure, Paul the Deacon mentions Pannonians (Pannonni) along with Norici
under the rule of King Alboin (Historia Langobardorum 2.26, in Bethmann and Waitz
1878, 103). For the archaeological literature on Roman continuity, see Bierbrauer 2004.
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and the study of that process has much to offer to the interpretation of
the archaeological record of the Carpathian Basin. In what follows, I
therefore deal not just with assemblages associated with the so-called
Keszthely culture, but also with Avar-age Reihengriberkreis assemblages
in Pannonia as a whole. The key issue is of course the identification of the
relations those communities maintained with the neighboring Alpine
region or with the Mediterranean Romanitas. Because of the meagre
written record, archaeological sources will constitute the basis of my
arguments.® Despite the widely spread stereotype according to which
after ca. 500 the Romanized population of Pannonia cannot be traced
archaeologically anymore, the few archaeological and written sources
pertaining to this problem were never studied systematically.

When talking about the Romanized population of the Avar age, most
Hungarian archaeologists have primarily in mind the Keszthely culture,
the rich assemblages of which have multiple analogies in the Mediterra-
nean region. Eva Garam has recently studied the west Balkan and Italian
analogies for the disc fibulae with Christian ornament found in burial
assemblages of the Keszthely culture (Fig. 4.4). Meanwhile, a number
of very similar brooches have been found on sites in Calabria, such as
Cannar6 and Caracones.®® Morevoer, recently the argument has been
put forward that such hollow brooches served as containers of relics,
wax, soil, or plants from pilgrimage sites. Animal- or swastika-shaped
brooches, as well specimens decorated with stone inlays or pearls, point
to Mediterranean practices and fashions.®

Similarly, the origin of the earrings with basket-shaped pendant,
which are so typical for the Keszthely culture, has been traced to Late
Roman burial assemblages of the late fourth or early fifth century. Such
earrings are known from a relatively large number of burial assemblages
in Italy and the Balkans dated to the fifth and especially to the sixth
century.”’ Many specimens have been found on sixth-century forts in
Macedonia.”* Ontheotherhand, some, atleast, of the earrings with basket-
shaped pendant found in assemblages of the Keszthely culture may be
dated to the early or mid-sixth century, in any case before the arrival

% See Rettner 2004 and Curta 2005.
%7 Garam 1993a; Garam 2001, 51-56.
68 Spadea 1991, 569 with fig. 6 and 571 with fig. 8; Cuteri 1994, 339-59 with fig. 6.
% Daim 2002.
0 Possenti 1994, 46; Riemer 2000, 45-64.
71 Mikul¢ié 2002, 379 with ﬁg. 280; 477 with ﬁg. 396; and 485 with ﬁg. 405.

~
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Figure 4. Artifacts illustrating the “Roman” traditions of the Early Avar period:
1—earrings with basket-shaped pendant (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, horreum
cemetery, grave 8); 2—round bulla (Balatonftizf6-Szalmassy, grave K); 3—
horse-shaped brooch (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, horreum cemetery, grave 17);
4—disc brooch with Christian motifs (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, stray find); 5—
bird-shaped brooch (Vérpalota-Gimndzium, grave 201); 6—bronze bracelet
(Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, cemetery by the southern rampart, grave 96); 7—iron
bracelet (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, cemetery by the southern rampart, grave 70);
8—stylus-shaped pin (Budakaldsz-Dunapart, grave 348); 9—pin with bird-
shaped ornament (Szekszard-Bogyiszléi, grave 79). Drawing by Ildiké Pisch
(8), all others after Barkdczi 1968, Erdélyi and Németh 1969, Miiller 1999,
Rosner 1999, and Garam 2001.
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of the Avars (Fig. 4.1). Slovenian,” northern Italian, and Macedonian”
analogies for the earrings from Héviz-Alsépahok’™ and the cemetery by
the southern wall of the Keszthely-Fenékpuszta fort” may all be dated
to the mid-sixth century.

However, it has also been suggested that the Romanized population of
the formerly Roman provinces may also be “hiding” behind fifth- to
seventh-century burial assemblages without any grave goods. It is
somewhat odd that Hungarian archaeologists have until now failed to
look for the Romanized population within cemeteries opened during
the Avar age on sites previously occupied during the Roman age. Three
recently excavated Early Avar cemeteries in Pannonia—Csakberény,
Szekszard, and Budakalasz—offer us a unique opportunity to take a
more sophisticated look at the evidence pertaining to the continuity of
Roman traditions. Grave goods from those cemeteries, which are clearly
associated with Mediterranean practices and fashions (crosses, disc
brooches, bird- and horse-shaped brooches, pins decorated with birds)
bear testimony to vibrant Roman traditions, if not also to the presence
of a population of Roman origin. Such phenomena are not restricted
to the Keszthely culture, but also appear in both the northern and the
southern parts of Pannonia. Several disc brooches with late antique
decorative patterns are known from Szekszard and Kolked. The still
unpublished cemetery of Csakberény produced bird- and horse-shaped
brooches (Fig. 4.3 and 5).”° Some specimens are clearly recycled mate-
rial of Roman origin, but most others cannot be dated earlier than the
Avar age. Several Italian analogies are known for the plate brooch from
Varpalota.”” The Christian symbolism of bird-shaped brooches is docu-
mented by a specimen from Keszthely-Fenékpuszta-Pusztaszentegihazi
dilé, on which the owner seem to have engraved a cross.”

Several burial assemblages of the cemetery by the southern wall of
the Keszthely-Fenékpuszta fort produced pins with bird-shaped orna-
ment.”” A similar pin was found in a grave of the Szekszard cemetery

72 Tbler 1991, 45.

73 Vin¢i¢ and Ivanovski 1978, 85-89 with pl. 53.

7 Alfoldi 1926, 40-42 with pl. 5.3-4.

7> Miiller 1992, 286 pl. 2.71/42.1-2; 288 pl. 4.71/87.1-2; Miiller 1999, 173 fig. 4.26.1,4
and 4.29.1-2.

76 Laszl6 (forthcoming).

77 Erdélyi and Németh 1969, 190 pl. 15.2.

78 Straub 2002, 103-11 with fig. 1.

79 Miiller 1999, 174 with fig. 5.34.1; 177 and fig. 98.3.
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(Fig. 4.9).%° According to Ellen Riemer, such pins rarely, if ever, appear
in the late antique assemblages of Italy.*’ However, they are relatively
common in the Balkan provinces of the Empire.*

In many Avar-age burial assemblages, Roman fibulae were found on
the chest, an indication of a remarkable continuity of Roman fashions
and practices.®® In other cases, there is clear evidence of “quotations”
from contemporary cultural practices of the Balkan provinces of the
Empire. As we have seen, round or cylindrical bullae could be traced to
late antique or early Byzantine traditions (Fig. 4.2) and may have served
as containers for either amulets or relics (phylakteria).®

Late Antique traditions are also visible in the production of sixth-
to seventh-century pottery. Wares from the Csakberény area are clearly
modelled technologically, morphologically, and in terms of ornamental
patterns on the local pottery of Roman age.® It is hard to imagine the
transmission of such models without the physical survival of a Roman-
ized population from the fourth to the sixth century.* In any case, there
is now ample evidence to show that the archaeological evidence pertain-
ing to the continuity of the Roman population is not restricted to a small
area around Keszthely and Pécs. Traces of the Early Avar-age culture of
Roman tradition may be found all over central and eastern Pannonia.
It is perhaps no accident that the largest cemeteries that have produced
evidence for such a culture are located next to Late Roman forts, some
of which were still occupied during the Early Avar age, albeit in a non-
military fashion.*” This suggests that a strong connection between the

8 Rosner 1999, 172 with pl. 6.79.1.

81 Riemer 2000.

82 Cari¢in Grad: Kondi¢ and Popovi¢ 1977, pl. 16 with no. 59. Krivina (Iatrus):
Gomolka-Fuchs 1982, 178 with pl. 64.286. Corinth: Davidson 1952, pls. 49.512; 89.1500;
and 116.2290.

8 Garam 2003, 106.

8 Vida 2002, 204 with pls. 9 and 12.1-3.

8 Csakberény may have been a workshop supplying the entire surrounding region
with “Romanized” wares. See Vida 1999, 74-82. For a re-assessment of the late antique
influence on the Early Avar pottery, see Hajnal 2005.

8 Recent salvage excavations on the southern shore of Lake Balaton produced new
evidence of mid-sixth-century settlements in Balatonlelle and Zamardi. Both settle-
ments included sunken-featured buildings with post constructions. The ceramic mate-
rial collected from all of them testifies to the continuity of late antique models. See
Skriba and Séfalvi 2004.

8 The Zamardi cemetery was located near the Late Roman fort at Sigvér, the Kérnye
cemetery by the abandoned and demolished fort on that same site. Finally, several cem-
eteries found in Keszthely cluster around the Late Roman fort at Keszthely-Fenékpuszta,
the site of which was still occupied during the late sixth and early seventh century. The
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late antique and the Early Avar settlement patterns in Pannonia. Accord-
ing to Paul the Deacon, the last remnants of a Christian population of
Roman origin left Pannonia shortly after the Avar conquest. But no
Early Avar assemblages have been found to the west of the Savaria-
Sopianae line (a line linking present-day Szombathely to Keszthely and
Pécs), which could be attributed to the steppe nomads. Apparently the
Avars had some good reason to avoid settling in Pannonia.®®

The evidence presented so far thus points to the likely possibility that
the local Romanized population played a considerably greater role than
previously believed in the forging of the Early Avar qaganate. Conversely,
the alternative seems unlikely, namely that a wealthy Christian group
immigrated to Pannonia from an unknown area exactly at the same
time as the Lombards under Alboin were moving out of that region.
There is so far no other better explanation for the rich and sophisticated
“Keszthely culture” of the Early Avar age than to assume the continuity
of the local Roman population.*

Earlier scholars interested in the Keszthely culture worked under
the assumption that it must have come into being only after 568, the
year of the Avar conquest and of the Lombard migration to Italy. This
culture-historical bias prevented them from seriously considering the
chronology of the earrings with basket-shaped pendant, the disc-, ani-
mal-, and S-shaped brooches, the pins, as well as the bronze and iron
bracelets (Fig. 4.1-9), all of which could well be dated before 568. Dur-
ing the Early Avar period, no communities with traditions linked to the
East European steppe lands existed within the territory of the so-called

Budakaldsz cemetery was found on the northern outskirts of present-day Budapest, not
far from the ruins of the Roman fort at Aquincum.

8 It is also important to remember that the Late Roman fort at Keszthely-Fenék-
puszta did not produce any archaeological evidence that could attributed to the pres-
ence of a Lombard garrison in the pre-Avar years. That this may have been a deliberate
choice results from the fact that a Lombard-age settlement existed on the opposite,
southwestern shore of Lake Balaton, at Vors. On the other hand, during the first third of
the sixth century, the southern parts of Pannonia were at times under the direct control
the Ostrogothic kingdom in Italy, which may otherwise explain the absence of Lombard
garrisons in the region. In any case, the local, Romanized population took advantage of
the situation thus created to strengthen its position. Little evidence exists for its massive
emigration from Pannonia in the late 560s. On the contrary, as we have seen, the late
sixth and early seventh century witnessed the strengthening of the ties that population
maintained with regions of Europe farther to the south and southwest.

8 This is not at all contradicted by the results of forensic anthropological studies on
skeletons from cemeteries in Csédkberény and the Keszthely area, all of which point to
the physical continuity of the local Roman population. See Ery 2001.
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Keszthely culture. For over half-a-century of Avar-Byzantine wars
between 568 and 626, that territory was on the southern frontier of
the Avar qaganate with the Balkan lands under Roman military control.
The first traces of “Avars” moving into the region from other parts
of the qaganate farther to the east cannot be dated before the second
half of the seventh century. It may not be an accident of research strate-
gies that the earliest remains that can be attributed to Avar garrisons
within the territory of the Keszthely culture have been found in its most
central parts, not on the periphery.”

Such remarks beg the question of what happened to the Romanized
population of the Keszthely culture. Assemblages found in Keszthely and
its environs testify to the continuous existence of Christian communities
with strong ties to both the Roman Empire and the Merovingian world
until some point within the second third of the seventh century. There
are no such assemblages after that date in cemeteries in and around
Keszthely-Fenékpuszta. New burial grounds were opened in the area at
different sites, and they all produced evidence of Avar culture. At the
westernmost end of Lake Balaton, cemeteries of the Keszthely culture
continued well into the early ninth century.” Within such cemeteries,
earrings with basket-shaped pendants, decorative pins, and bracelets
continued to adorn both the dead in burial and, most likely, the body in
lifetime. However, judging from the existing evidence, by 700 that group
of population had been cut off from all ties with Christian communities
either in Byzantium region or in (late) Merovingian Francia.

Conclusion

The archaeological record of Pannonia during the Early Avar age points
to strong connections between the local population and early Byzantine
communities in the Balkans and in Italy. The strategically located com-
munities of southern Pannonia were in the best position to maintain
long-distance contacts with the Empire, but also with the Merovingian
world and, to alesser degree, with the communities of immigrant nomads
from the East European steppe lands. Such contacts are primarily evi-
dent in dress accessories such as decorative hanging straps, brooches,
and amulet capsules found in burial assemblages of the region, as well

%0 Miiller 1989, 141-64.
' As in Lesencetomaj, for which see Perémi 2000.
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as in ornamental patterns of either “Germanic” (Animal Style IT) or Byz-
antine (interlaced ornament) origin. The cultural exchange revealed by
such features bespeaks the presence, as well as the social and political
prominence of the local population. In Early Avar Pannonia, four types
of burial assemblages may be distinguished on the basis of the cultural
relations to which they point. No large cemeteries exist with assem-
blages pointing to the traditions of the East European steppe lands.
What we have so far is simply the evidence of small cemeteries, perhaps
of “governors” recruited from the upper echelons of Avar society, and of
their families.”” Some Late Roman forts in the Keszthely-Fenékpuszta
region continued to be occupied by a population that maintained ties
with the Empire and with the lands in Central, Southern, and West-
ern Europe. That population buried its dead in cemeteries around the
fort, none of which produced any evidence of the steppe traditions that
could be dated before ca. 630. Elsewhere in Pannonia, such traditions
do appear in fact on burial sites where the “Germanic” component is
also evident (e.g., Kérnye and Kélked). Finally, on other sites, along with
“Avar” and “Germanic” elements a third component is attested, which
can be attributed to the local population of Roman origin (Budaka-
lasz, Csakberény, Szekszard, and Zamardi). Perhaps the best example
of a community in which the “Avar’, the “Germanic”, and the “Roman”
traditions are blended in an inextricable way is that of the Szekszard
cemetery.” The “Germanic” traditions are linked to the earliest buri-
als on that site, which have a typically west-east grave orientation and
could be dated to the last quarter of the sixth century. At some distance
away from them, two small clusters of “Avar” burials of different ori-
entation (north-south, as opposed to west-east) appeared by 600. They
are marked by such peculiar features as the presence of animal bones
and of grave goods harking back to the traditions of the East European
steppe lands. During the first half of the seventh century, burials within
this part of the cemetery adopted the west-east orientation of the earli-
est graves with “Germanic” traditions, and the burial ground in Szek-
szard came to look more like a “standard” row grave cemetery. By the
late seventh century, the acculturation was so advanced that no cultural

%2 Such is the case of the Szentendre cemetery, for which see Bona 1982-1983,
98-104.
% Rosner 1999.
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difference can be observed any more, a phenomenon marking the onset
of the Late Avar age.

There is one particular category of artifacts illustrating the multicul-
turalism of the Early Avar society better than any other archaeologically
observable features: amulets. Identifiable analogies point to eastern,
early Byzantine, as well as western (“Germanic”) types of amulets simul-
taneously in use during the Early Avar period. Many burial assemblages
dated to that period produced pendants made of small animal bones,
often no more than a couple of inches in length, which were either worn
on necklaces along with beads or other pendants or kept in small pouches
at the waist.* Similar finds are known from several burial assemblages
in Eastern Europe, but are not so far attested anywhere in the Mediterra-
nean region or in Central and Western Europe. Bullae, crosses, pendants
in the form of miniature tools or implements, as well as early Byzantine
protective amulets form another distinct group. Some of those amulets
have analogies in burial assemblages associated with the acculturation
of barbarians during the early Roman (imperial) age. The blending of
eastern and western traditions, as well as, possibly, beliefs is best illus-
trated by the assemblage in grave 74 of the Kisk6ros-Vagohid cemetery,
which included small animal bone pendants, as well as pendants in the
shape of miniature tools and implements.”

It has not been my intention in this chapter to offer a comprehensive
discussion of the archaeology of Early Avar society. Instead, my goal was
to point to a number of still unsolved problems of interpretation and to
advance new arguments for the refinement of the Early Avar chronol-
ogy. The ethnic melting-pot of the early Avar history is well documented
in written sources. For no more than a couple of generations, the Avar
qaganate was in fact a more or less odd mosaic of groups with differ-
ent traditions and political aspirations. The “Germanic” and “Roman”
components of that mosaic seem to have been much more prominent
than previously assumed. By means of a refined chronology, it is pos-
sible to monitor the process and to see how from initially clearly distin-
guished cultural groups, a new culture emerged after ca. 600 by means
of contact, integration, and acculturation, integration. The first traces of
cultural syncretism cannot be dated earlier than the first three decades

* Good examples of such amulets are known from the Alattydn cemetery. See Kovrig
1963, 21 and pls. 13.23 and 65.3.
% Laszl 1955, 37 fig. 17 and pl. 21.
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of the seventh century, but the process of cultural unification and “stan-
dardization” did not start in earnest before the second third of the that
century. By 670, most “Germanic” and “Roman” traditions have com-
pletely disappeared, making room for the Middle Avar culture of a dis-
tinctly East European appearance.
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Ilustrations

Figures

l.gArtifacts illustrating the “Germanic” traditions of the Early Avar period: 1—round
brooch with Animal Style IT ornament (Csédkberény, grave 283); 2—stocking sus-
pender set (Budakaldsz-Dunapart, grave 1188); 3—female dress with mount-studded
hanging strap (Budakalasz-Dunapart, grave 1148); 4—female head-dress with pin
(Kolked-Feketekapu B, grave 85); 5—amulet capsule (Budakaldsz-Dunapart, grave
458); 6—a three- and four-piece sword-belt set. (Kolked-Feketekapu A, grave 324)
After Vida 1995, 1996 and 2005; Kiss 1996 and 2001.
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2. Reconstruction of the dress of a noble woman from grave 85 of the cemetery B in
Kolked-Feketekapu B. Drawing by Sandor Osi, after Vida, 2004.

3. Sword belt-sets from grave 390 in Szekszdrd-Bogyiszl6i and the Jankovich collection.
Drawings by Sandor Osi, after Vida 2000.

4. Artifacts illustrating the “Roman” traditions of the Early Avar period: 1—earrings
with basket-shaped pendant (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, horreum cemetery, grave 8);
2—round bulla (Balatonftizf6-Szalmadssy, grave K); 3—horse-shaped brooch (Kesz-
thely-Fenékpuszta, horreum cemetery, grave 17); 4—disc brooch with Christian
motifs (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, stray find); 5—bird-shaped brooch (Varpalota-
Gimndzium, grave 201); 6—bronze bracelet (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, cemetery by the
southern rampart, grave 96); 7—iron bracelet (Keszthely-Fenékpuszta, cemetery by
the southern rampart, grave 70); 8—stylus-shaped pin (Budakaldsz-Dunapart, grave
348); 9—pin with bird-shaped ornament (Szekszard-Bogyiszl6i, grave 79). Drawing
by Ildiko Pisch (8), all others after Barkdczi 1968, Erdélyi and Németh 1969, Miiller
1999, Rosner 1999, and Garam 2001.



AVAR CHRONOLOGY REVISITED, AND THE QUESTION OF
ETHNICITY IN THE AVAR QAGANATE!

Peter Stadler

The Avar age (ca. 570 to ca. 800) was a period of great significance for
the early medieval history of Europe. The Avar qaganate was the cre-
ation of an elite of nomadic horsemen of eastern origin. Its early history
is known from literary sources, but for the later part (ca. 700 to ca. 800),
very few, if any such sources are known. However, the Avar age can now
be studied in great detail on the basis of archaeological excavations of
cemeteries and, lately, of settlements as well. During the last fifty years or
so, considerably energy has been invested in sorting out a firm chronol-
ogy for the archaeological assemblages of the Avar age. Even though the
chronology of Avar history seemed clearly anchored to known moments
in history, in fact only the date for the Avar conquest of the Carpath-
ian Basin (568) has received general acceptance. By contrast, the end
of the Avar qaganate, an event historians place in the early 800s, has
been dated by various archaeologists at various points in time between
800 and 900. More often than not, such differences in understanding
basic chronology stem from conflicting views on the medieval history
of the region, themselves based on differing views of national(ist) histo-
ries. For example, most prominent among scholars inclined to date the
end of the Avar qaganate as late as possible within the ninth century are
Hungarian archaeologists and historians who insist that the first genera-
tion of Magyars in Hungary coexisted with the last generation of Avars.

While absolute dates for the chronology of the Avar age remain under
discussion, great progress has been achieved in establishing a relative
chronology of archaeological assemblages, especially for the later parts
of the Avar age for which no coin-dated assemblages have so far been
found. More than forty years ago, Ilona Kovrig, the grande dame of
Avar archaeology, has proposed a chronological model based on the
division of the Avar age into Early, Middle, and Late periods.? Her chro-
nology has meanwhile been greatly improved with the assistance of an

! An expanded version of this paper appeared in Stadler 2005.
* Kovrig 1963.
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ever-increasing number of new assemblages and computer-assisted
methods to order them chronologically. The division into Early, Middle
and Late Avar periods has been accepted by virtually all scholars with an
interest in the Avar age, even though they tend to favor quite different
absolute dates for the beginning and end of each one of these periods.

The relative and absolute chronology of the Avar age

The refinement of Kovrig’s chronology has been made possible by the
application of new methods, especially the development and improve-
ment of the image database “Montelius” Named after the Swedish
archaeologist Oskar Montelius (1843-1921),° the database came into
being in Vienna in 1999 and already has over 500,000 images pertain-
ing to prehistoric and early medieval assemblages in Europe, all entered
by some 60 archaeologists, students, and volunteers. The coverage is
almost complete for the Avar period, with over 140,000 published arti-
facts. The database consists of a collection of images of archaeological
artifacts allowing for the display of data in at least two different modes.
On one hand, the complex-view mode is not very different from the way
in which new archaeological information is presented visually in most
publications, namely ordered by means of closed-find units (burial, set-
tlement feature, or hoard assemblages). Figure 1 shows just one such
example, a Browser ACD. See image displaying artifacts found in the
rich Avar-age burial in Kunbabony, which some regard as the tomb of
one of the seventh-century Avar qagans.* By contrast, in the typological
mode, artifact images are grouped by formal similarity, the basic proce-
dure for working with typology. In the typological mode, image could
be manipulated with the Drag ‘n Drop tool activated by the computer
mouse. All changes operated in the typology structure are immediately
brought to the “background” database. Figure 2 shows an example of a
typology-mode view of pots with a S-shaped comb-punch decoration.
A number of different functions provide support for the work on such
an enormous typology. To input the image of any one artifact into the

> Oskar Montelius refined the concept of closed find first introduced by Christian
Jiirgensen Thomsen and in the process laid the foundations of typology as a key method
for archaeological research. See Montelius 1903.

* Téth and Horvath 1992.
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Figure 2. Image Database “Montelius”, an example of the typological mode
view: ceramic ware with S-shaped, prick-like comb punch ornament.

database takes less than 60 seconds. In the typology mode, the search for
formal analogies for any artifact takes only about 30 seconds. The allo-
cation of one image to an existing type takes a few seconds more. A new
type is created easily by creating a new folder. An existing type can easily
be split up into two or more sub-types. In conclusion, a great advantage
over conventional typological methods is that comparisons may thus be
made 100 times faster than normally.

Figures 3 and 4 display in a schematic way how images are entered
into the Image Database “Montelius” and evaluations obtained on that
basis. Figure 3 starts from the “raw” publications, either monographs
or articles. Illustration plates displaying assemblages are scanned, and
individual artifacts are then separated by means of image processing.
Every single artifact image is then described in the mask of the pro-
gram MonteliusEntry. On the other hand, the “raw” publication is also
the source of written information, which can be catalogued along with
artifact images. By means of the Montelius section of the program pack-
age known as WinSerion, images can then be presented either in the
complex mode or the typological mode. Figure 4 shows what can be
expected from WinSerion, once the data is entered into the database.
WinSerion allows for various kinds of seriation, in order to reveal pat-
terns in the archaeological material considered. Moreover, local or
global maps generated by means of AutoCad offer the opportunity of
mapping finds by means of a WinSerion embedded Geographical Infor-
mation System feature. Furthermore, WinSerion enables the user to
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evaluate and compare automatically all maps produced by such means.
This is done by means of an algorithm known as “analysis of the N-next
neighbors” (ANN). Seriation produces relative chronologies, which can
then be compared with the results of the spatial analysis performed by
means of ANN. Absolute data allow a linkage between relative chronol-
ogies and absolute dates. The methods applied (sequencing and wiggle
matching) are based on Bayesian statistics, and their primary purpose is
to turn a relative into an absolute chronology.

Over 61,000 burial assemblages are known so far for the entire Avar
age. However, seriation by reciprocal averaging is only possible for
slightly more than 4,000 male burial assemblages with some 3,600 arti-
fact categories. Figures 5 and 6 display the results of that seriation. While
in Figure 5 columns represent types and rows are assemblages, the x and
y axes in Figure 6 show the eigenvectors of assemblages and artifact cat-
egories. In each one of the two graphs, there is a point for every artifact
found in an archaeological assemblage, for a total of over 20,000 points.
For both figures, the beginning of the chronological sequence is set on
the upper left corner of the graph, with the end in the lower right corner.

Another method of seriation, which is similar in principle, but pro-
duces visibly different types of graphs, is correspondence analysis (CA).
The results of seriations by correspondence analysis are displayed in Fig-
ure 7 for all burial assemblages with male skeletons, and in Figure 8 for
those with female skeletons. Every triangle in these graphs indicates an
assemblage (grave). The bigger the triangle, the more different types are
to be found in that assemblage. A standard CA seriation should produce
a parabola-shaped distribution of triangles. This is clearly the case for
the seriation of male, but not so for the female graves. In fact, the seria-
tion of female graves produces a pattern consisting of two parabola-like
distributions joined at the center of the graph. I shall return shortly to
the interpretation of this analysis.

The different methods produce similar results for the highly refined
relative chronology. I have previously attempted to calibrate the relative

> The method was invented and developed by Jean Paul Benzécri and his team of
the laboratory for Mathematical Statistics at the University of Paris VI (Benzécri 1973).
See Bolviken et al. 1982; Shennan 1990, 283-86. Following the publication in English
of the first book based on Benzécri’s ideas (Greenacre 1984), the CA gradually made
its appearance in Scandinavian and British, later in American, German, and Austrian
archaeology. For exemplary applications to medieval archaeology, see Hines, Nielsen,
and Siegmund 1999.
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chronology thus obtained to an absolute chronology by means of con-
temporary Byzantine gold coins, which have been found in about thirty
burial assemblages. However, the number of coins is too small, espe-
cially when compared to the large number of assemblages considered
for analysis and will not increase without excavation of other several
thousands of new graves. As a consequence, it is statistically impossible
to obtain an accurate absolute chronology on the basis of coins alone.

I therefore moved onto more precise methods of independent dating,
namely radiocarbon. Unlike coins, the number of radiocarbon samples
can be easily multiplied from already excavated graves. We collected
about 100 samples from archaeologically well-dated burial assemblages
from Hungary and Austria. All radiocarbon measurements were done at
the Vienna AMS facility VERA.® We began by dating the collagen from
human bones. Collagen is stored in the skeleton only until about the
twenty-fifth year of life, after which it can be reconstructed only from
deconstruction products of old collagen, that is without using any new
or “fresh” carbon.” The choice of samples took into consideration the
possibility of checking radiocarbon dates against the evidence of coins
from the same assemblages that have been tested. The results were over-
whelmingly the same, given of course the margin of error for standard
radiocarbon measurements.® Figure 9 and 10 illustrate the degree of over-
lap between seriation and radiocarbon dating of 38 samples from male
graves. The method used for comparison is known as “wiggle matching”
and was performed with Oxcal 3.9 in a somewhat modified way.” As the
radiocarbon method does not give good results for the eighth and ninth
centuries, samples were only taken from burial assemblages roughly
dated between 568 and 700. Confronting seriation with radiocar-
bon dates leads to the conclusion that the Late Avar period begins
in ca. 680, and not as previously assumed (mainly on the basis
of seriation) in 700 or 720. This results in a considerable shift to earlier

¢ VERA is an acronym for Vienna Environmental Research Accelerator. The direc-
tor of this facility is Walter Kutschera, whose name is well-known among USA-based
scholars involved in radiocarbon measurements. All samples have been prepared for
measurement by Eva-Maria Wild and her team.

7 'Wild et al. 2000.

8 For the principles and problems of radiocarbon dating, see Taylor 1987. For its
impact on prehistoric archaeology, see Renfrew 1973.

® See Bronk Ramsey 2001.
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Figure 10. Wiggle matching of radiocarbon dates with sequence dates from
the seriation of Avar-age burial assemblages.

dates for the previously accepted chronology of the Avar age. The shift
is certainly to be explained by the fact that the coins, on which previous
dates were based, were in circulation at the time of burial, while most
artifacts found in burial assemblages may have been manufactured and
acquired between the twentieth and thirtieth lifetime year of the person
with whom they were buried. In other words, the date of the burial is
later by a few years than the date of production and acquisition that
can be established for the artifacts. On a more general level, the shift to
earlier dates of the later segment of the Avar chronology undermines
all assumptions among Hungarian archaeologists about the coexistence
of the last Avars and the first generation of Magyars in the Carpathian
Basin. In the light of the revised chronology, the end of “Avaria” must
now be placed shorty after 800, perhaps as late as 822, even though no
direct dates are available so far. By the same token, the beginning of the
Middle Avar Period is set at ca. 630.

Table 1 displays the overall effects of the new revised chronology of
Avar burial assemblages obtained by means of combining seriation with
radiocarbon dates. The column “Years AD 1” shows the new dates in
contrast to the old chronology displayed in column “Years AD 2
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Table 1: The chronology of the Avar age according to a combination of
seriation and radiocarbon dates

Years Years Sequence- Sequence-

Phase Abbreviation AD1 AD2 datesl dates2

Early Avar I EAT 568 600 0 90
Early Avar II EATI 600 630 90 180
Middle Avar I MAI 630 655 180 360
Middle AvarII MAII 655 680 360 550
Late Avar I LAT 680 720 550 700
Late Avar II LAII 720 760 700 850
Late Avar III LA I 760 822 850 1000

The archaeology of ‘ethnic groups” in the Avar qaganate

The correspondence analysis of burial assemblages with female skel-
etons shown in Figure 8 resulted in two parabola-shaped distributions
joined in a single curve at the center of the graph. Since the chrono-
logical sequence goes from the left to the right of Figure 8, the two
parabola-shaped distributions are to be dated to the Early Avar period.
A close examination of both distributions indicated the upper parabola
consists of assemblages with artifacts viewed as “Germanic,” while the
lower parabola includes assemblages with “Byzantine-Avar” artifacts. In
both cases, the labels attached to such artifacts are based primarily on
the evaluation of analogies found for most of these artifacts in pre-Avar
assemblages in the Carpathian Basin or contemporary assemblages in
Central and Western Europe, in Italy or in the Balkans. Whatever their
names, the two distinct parabolas suggest that during the Early Avar
period, “Germanic” women were distinguished in dress from “Avar”
women wearing mostly dress accessories of Byzantine origin. By the
Middle Avar period, that distinction disappeared, as a consequence of a
dramatic blending of traditions, and no such distinctions existed during
the Late Avar period. If there is any need of labels for that period, then
the most recent assemblages on the right side of the graph could easily
pass for “Slavic” graves.

Besides chronology, chorology is of great importance for deciphering
and “reading” the material culture of the Avar age. With WinSerion,
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functional and archaeological artifact categories were mapped sepa-
rately. Over 7,000 maps were thus generated, only a few of which will be
presented and discussed in the remaining part of this chapter. Given that
no archaeologist is capable of evaluating that many maps at the same
time, I developed and employed the “analysis of the N next neighbors”
precisely for facilitating the understanding of all map distribution con-
sidered at any point in research.”” The method allows, for example, the
concomitant evaluation of thousands of Avar-age ceramic pots depos-
ited in Middle or Late Avar graves, all in a single map. The result of
that analysis delineate fourteen clusters, which may well be just as many
different settlement areas, within which trade seems to have been more
intense than with other areas. Such clusters could of course be checked
for other diagnostic artifacts, such as Late Avar casts. The spatial distri-
bution of the fourteen clusters is shown in Figure 19.

What such maps can certainly show is not only how many different
settlement areas there were in the Avar qaganate, but also that that pol-
ity was by no means homogeneous from a cultural point of view. In
other words, and pace Istvan Béna, Avars were most likely not the only
inhabitants of the Avar qaganate. Whether settlement areas identified by
means of the “analysis of the N next neighbors” could be further equated
with more or less known ethnic groups within the qaganate, is of course
a possible, albeit by no means unique, interpretation. Equally significant
is the mapping of functional types within one and the same cemetery in
order to identify spatial clusters possibly associated with the use of that
cemetery by different groups.

The tendency among archaeologists and historians is to treat the
culture of the Avar age as uniform, especially during the Middle and
Late Avar periods. However, a careful examination of the archaeological
record reveals many local and regional variants. Regional variants are
particularly difficult to interpret in historical terms. When taking into
consideration several other sets of data, from written sources to anthro-
pological information and natural resources available in any given area,
it becomes clear that while it may be possible in certain cases to identify

10 This method is not to be confounded with the statistical method known by the
same name. My method is based on checking map distributions by means of a statisti-
cal test, to see whether or not distributions are random. Non-random distributions are
then included in the matrix of assemblages, which is again evaluated by means of CA.
The resulting eigenvectors are then subjected to a mono-variate cluster analysis. The
obtained clusters are again mapped on a combined distribution map for all investigated
maps of individual characteristics.
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“workshops” in metalwork or the production of pottery, one should not
exclude the possibility of strong commitment to local traditions, possi-
bly linked to groups of immigrants. Archaeologists have now received a
stern warning about the misuse or abuse of the ethnic interpretation of
the archaeological record, while sociologically-minded historians have
offered alternative directions of research.!! However, irrespective of all
cautionary tales, the distribution and combination of artifact category
in a manner as precise as possible remains a task of outmost impor-
tance for modern archaeology. The use of large databases and statisti-
cal analysis allows now a much more refined understanding of cultural
patterning than previously possible. It is of course just as clear that the
surviving archaeological record contains only a small portion of the
“living” culture at any given moment in time. Language, songs, gestures,
and so many realia that did not survive in the archaeological record, will
be forever irretrievable by archaeological means.

Archaeologists can nevertheless recognize cultural patterns and dis-
tinguish between groups on the basis of combinations of cultural ele-
ments. Any discussion about how such patterns and groups should be
interpreted must start with functional types, namely with the distribu-
tion of artifact categories for which distinct functions may be asserted.
Such categories are stored in the Image Database “Montelius” in the
field “Typ01” Sometimes adjustments needed to be done “by hand” if
diagnostic characteristics were obscured by too large a classification.
For example, “lance” proved to be too general; instead, more narrowly
defined types, such as “spear;” “leaf-shaped lance,” and “winged lance”
had to be taken consideration. It goes without saying that extra caution
is therefore needed in the interpretation, for occupational groups could
easily be mistaken for “ethnic groups.” A cluster of burial assemblages
with winged lances is not necessarily an indication of a group of Franks,
but is certainly an indication of a group of specialized warriors.

The matrix showing the incidences of assemblages and functional
types was then subjected to a seriation by correspondence analysis."
Recurrent artifact categories with more than 500 occurrences were
eliminated for computational reasons. Other categories, such as iron
buckles, were regarded as without any diagnostic potential and were
likewise excluded. The scattergram in Figure 11 shows the result of

' Brather 2004; Geary 2002. See also Curta 2007, with a critique of Brather.
2 For the software, see WinSerion homepage at http://www.winserion.org/.
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the correspondence analysis of burial assemblages with both male and
female skeletons. One of the most evident conclusions is the separation
of functional types into two gender-specific sets. In the space for factors
2 and 3, the correspondence analysis shows a clustering of functional
types, which can only be interpreted in terms of gender. The upper right
corner of the scattergram is occupied by artifacts most commonly found
with female burials, while the lower left corner is reserved for artifacts
usually found with male burials. Between these areas of the scattergram
are those functional types which are not gender-specific. Functional
types are displayed in such a way, that symbols shown next to each other
(sometimes even overlapping) correspond to artifact categories that fre-
quently appear together in the burial assemblages. The more frequently
functional types appear together, the larger the symbols used on the
scattergram.

The following six clusters can be identified for assemblages with male
skeletons:

Cluster I: quiver mounts, bone reinforcement plates for the reflex
bow, plait clasps, (earrings in male graves).

Cluster 2: bag fasteners, bone mouthpiece for drinking horn, T-shaped
mounts, bone or antler instrument for untying knots, saber, armor
plates, single- and double-edged swords.

Cluster 3: spatha," sax," tweezers, shield bosses, helmets, belt fasten-
ers for the buckle.

Cluster 4: plowshares, scythes, chisels, sickles, horseshoes.

Cluster 5: bridle hole guards, bridle strap pendants, bridle forehead
mane lock holders, phalerae, bridle forehead mounts, (stirrup, snaftle).

Cluster 6: blacksmith tools, anvil, rasp.

Five more clusters have been identified for assemblages with female
skeletons:

'* The weapon known to archaeologists of the early Middle Ages as spatha goes back
to the first century or perhaps to similar weapons of the Latene tradition of the last cen-
turies B.C. The typical weapon of the Roman legionnaire, the spatha was a straight, 0.75
to 1.0 m long, double-edged sword with a long tip. As such, the spatha is much broader
than either single- or double-edged Avar-age swords found in horseman burial assem-
blages. The latter later developed into the Middle and Late Avar sabers.

1A sax (also known as scramasax) is a single-edged, long knife.
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Cluster 7: “Slavic” bow fibulae, spiral pendants, weights, scales, keys,
chains, and combs;

Cluster 8: choppers, “Germanic” bow fibulae, garter sets for leg bind-
ings, crosses, casket mounts, belt buckles with dentil ornamentation
(Zahnschnitt), pendants.

Cluster 9:strap ends with dentil ornamentation (Zahnschnitt), T-shaped
mounts, belt mounts and bracelets, “Merovingian” pendant set.

Cluster 10: hair ornaments, diadems.

Cluster 11: earrings with spiraled pendants.

Table 2: Classification of clusters by “ethnic groups”

Group Male Female Horses
“Avar” Cluster01, Cluster10 Cluster05
Cluster02
“Germanic” Cluster03, Cluster08,
Cluster06? Cluster09
“Slavic” Cluster11
“Byzantine” Cluster06? Cluster07

Cluster 4 includes mostly agricultural tools and implements which
appear more often in hoards than in burial assemblages.” Similarly,
Cluster 6 includes mostly blacksmithing tools and could thus be attrib-
uted to another “occupational group,” namely that of craftsman buri-
als.'® That Cluster 6 is close to both the “Germanic” Cluster 3 and the
“Byzantine” Cluster 7 may indicate that no ethnically specific attributes
were linked to the social status associated with craftsmen in Avar society.
Much ink has been so far spilled on the presence of artifacts of Byzan-
tine origin in Avar-age burial assemblages. Dezs6 Csallany was among
the first to call attention upon the so-called “Byzantine” belt buckles, a
line of research now continued by Ursula Ibler and Vladimir Varsik."” In
a recent monograph, Eva Garam has gathered in its entirety all artifacts
found in Avar-age burials, which have been regarded as of Byzantine
origin.”* While her work deals primarily with the Early and Middle Avar

5 Curta 1998-1999.

¢ See Orsolya Heinrich-Tamaska’s contribution to this volume.
7 Csallany 1954; Ibler 1992; Varsik 1992.
'® Garam 2001.
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periods, Falko Daim has recently analyzed a group of Late Avar belt
buckles and mounts to which he attributed a Byzantine origin.”” What
all those studies have shown is that most artifacts regarded as Byzantine
were most likely imports and are therefore not necessarily an indication
of the presence within “Avaria” of a Byzantine population.*

The fact that bow fibulae which Joachim Werner first called “Slavic”
appear in Cluster 7 together with other “Byzantine” artifact categories
seems to confirm the conclusions of Florin Curta’s studies, which have
meanwhile raised serious doubts about regarding such fibulae as badges
of Slavic ethnic identity.*® On the other hand, there can be no doubt
about the presence of the Slavs inside the qaganate, which is well docu-
mented in written sources. But there are apparently no “Slavic” artifact
categories, an indication of the low resolution at which labels of “ethnic
groups” have so far been used in Avar archaeology. The famous lock or
ear-rings with S-shaped twisted end may well be a chronologically spe-
cific artifact category, given that such rings appear at the end of the Avar
chronology, but continued to occur in post-Avar assemblages dated to
the ninth century long viewed as “Slavic.”** I shall return shortly to the
problem of the Avar-age Slavs. Meanwhile, a number of burial aspects,
such as inhumations with tunnel-shaped shafts, have been cited for eth-
nic attribution, but work on this part of the database is still in progress.”
Until then, the attribution of such graves to groups of nomads from the
steppes north of the Black Sea (Bulgars or Cutrigurs) may be treated
with caution. Cluster 3, 8 and 9, which can be assigned to “Germanic
tribes”, lead over to the following section.

The “Germanic” population of the Avar qaganate

Clusters 3, 8, and 9 have been tentatively labeled “Germanic” because
of the artifact categories used for their definition. For a long time, most

' Daim 2000.

2 Balint 1983 advanced the idea that the cluster of “Byzantine” artifacts in southwest-
ern Hungary, in the region of the Balaton Lake and around Pécs, may signal the presence
of the Sermesianoi mentioned in the Miracles of St. Demetrius.

21 Werner 1950 and 1960; Curta 1994, 2004, 2005, and 2006; Curta and Dupoi 1994
1995.

2 The idea that the lock ring with S-shaped end is “Slavic” goes back to Lubor Nie-
derle and is well entrenched in the archaeology of the early medieval Central Europe
since Eisner 1933 and Koro$ec 1951.

# For inhumations with tunnel-shaped shafts, see L6rinczy 1994 and 1995.
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Hungarian archaeologists rejected the idea that any Germanic groups
may have existed within the Avar qaganate. They argued instead that
in 568, with the departure of the Lombards to Italy, all Germanic ele-
ments had moved away leaving Pannonia completely deserted. The most
articulate advocate of such a theory was Istvan Béna, whose ideas must
be viewed as a reaction to the ethno-chronological interpretations of
Joachim Werner.* On the basis of a cavalier treatment of the Varpalota
cemetery, Werner believed that since “Lombard” and “Avar” graves in
that cemetery were found side by side, not all Lombards had taken off to
Italy in 568. Bona rightly retorted that the “Lombard” and “Avar” burials
in Varpalota were not coeval and that a relatively long period of time
separated the ones from the others. However, with his reaction Béna
threw the baby out together with the bathwater. He began rejecting any
arguments, valid or not, pertaining to Germanic cultural elements of
the Avar age. A widely recognized authority on the archaeology of the
early Middle Ages, both in his country and abroad, Béna silenced any
opinions that contradicted his theory. This may explain why his former
student Gabor Kiss was able to write an excellent study of the earrings
with mounted bead in Pannonia, without any reference whatsoever to
their ethnic attribution.”

Archaeological excavations in the late 1960s and 1970s produced
even more evidence of “Germanic” cultural elements in the Transda-
nubian region of Hungary. As a consequence, Attila Kiss proposed that
after their defeat by the Avars, large groups of Gepids were forcefully
moved to Pannonia.?® Nevertheless, the problem may now be revisited
in the light of an ever increasing number of finds. The excavation of large
cemeteries such as Kornye, Kolked Feketekapu A and B, Zamaérdi, and
Budapest-Budakalasz has produced sufficient evidence to demonstrate
that after the Avar conquest of 568, “Germanic” cultural elements not
only survived but also developed in direct contact with the Merovin-
gian world. This points to a certain prosperity during the Avar age of
a relatively large population, which the Avars had found in Pannonia.
Cemetery A in Kolked Feketekapu began most likely in the aftermath

2 Bona 1971 and 2000. Béna ignored Werner’s studies published after his book on
Lombards in Pannonia (Werner 1962). His only direct comments on Werner’s ideas
about the Varpalota cemetery may be found in Béna 1971, 301, but in reference to Dezs6
Simonyi.

» Kiss 1983. Earrings with mounted beads are now seen as “Germanic.”

% Attila Kiss first presented his ideas in 1979 (Kiss 1979). See also Kiss 1984, 1987,
and 1996. For cemetery B, including an aristocratic female burial attributed to a Gepid
lady, see Kiss 2001.
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of the Avar conquest. Some time after the local community began bury-
ing its dead, an “Avar governor” was also buried on the outskirts of the
graveyard, together with his wife and child. During the first occupa-
tion phase, until about 580 or 590, the burial of the “Avar governor”
was the only connection to “Avaria” of the “Germanic” community in
Kolked Feketekapu. A population of different origin and conspicuous
Avar culture began settling among the natives only after that. The new-
comers opened ground for a different cemetery (cemetery B), in which
there is clear evidence of a blending of cultural traditions. Cemetery
B ends at some point in the 600s, after which occupation ceased com-
pletely. A new occupation occurred only in the 700s, when members of
yet another group settled in Kolked Feketekapu. By that time, all “Ger-
manic” cultural elements had disappeared without any trace. The third
occupation phase in Koélked Feketekapu is therefore characterized by
the “standardized” culture of the Late Avar period.

But what were the cultural differences between “Germanic” and “Avar”
burials? As mentioned before, the main distinctions are to be drawn in
clothing and weapons. Combs, belt sets ornamented with dentil orna-
mentation (Zahnschnitt), spathae or short dagger-like swords known
as sax appear only in “Germanic” burials. By contrast, gold earrings
(which appear in burials of both males and females), plait clasps, quivers
and bow bone reinforcement plates, single-e and double-edged swords
with P-shaped attachments are all typical for “Avar” burials. Whatever
the ethnic identity of those burying their dead in “Germanic” graves,
the evidence from the two cemeteries excavated in Kolked Feketekapu
clearly points to sharp distinctions in material culture, which may have
well marked ethnic boundaries. There are several ways in which this sit-
uation may be explained historically. The “Germanic” cultural elements
may indicated the presence of a Lombard group that did not migrate
to Italy; of a Gepid group forcefully resettled from the eastern regions
of the Carpathian Basin; of a group of Sueves who had survived under
Lombard and now under Avar rule; a mixture of all these groups, as well
as others not mentioned in the written sources.

During the last few years, Hungarian archaeologists excavated the
until now largest Avar-age cemetery in Zamardi, on the shore of Lake
Balaton.”” Zamardi stands out among all other contemporary cemeter-
ies by means of the large number of graves so far revealed (about 6,000)
and the conspicuous prosperity of the Avar-age community burying its

7 For a preliminary report, see Bardos 2000.
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dead in that cemetery, which is evident in the quantity of gold and sil-
ver belt sets recuperated from otherwise extensively robbed burials. On
the basis of both the size and the wealth of the cemetery, Istvan Bona
even suggested that Zamdrdi must have been a center of Avar power, an
ordu.”® He saw no contradiction between such an idea and the fact that
most belt sets found in Zamadardi have a dentil ornamentation (Zahn-
schnitt) most typical for “Germanic” assemblages and evidently inspired
by the tradition of the Animal Style I. Equally interesting are the good
analogies in the western and southern Merovingian regions that can be
established for belt buckles and mounts used to decorated shoe laces
or for belt-shaped pendants found in female burials. The evidence in
any case bespeaks the considerable wealth of a group, possibly of Ger-
manic origin, which throughout the Early Avar period maintained close
relations with distant communities in southern Germany and France.
The wealth of the Zamardi community may perhaps be attributed to
the participation of its members in the Avar campaigns against the early
Byzantine Empire.

“Germanic” traits have a peculiar geographic distribution. Figures 12
and 13 show the cluster of belt sets with dentil ornamentation (Zahn-
schnitt) in Transdanubia.”” The dentil ornament is currently regarded as
a local development of the Animal Style II post-dating the conquest of
Pannonia by the Avars. The cluster of finds in Transdanubia may indi-
cate that this style of decoration originated from the lands on the shores
of Lake Balaton, which had been under Lombard control before 568,
even though artifacts with dentil ornamentation have also been found
along the Tisza River in formerly Gepid territory.

Two other maps (Figs. 14 and 15) show the distribution of the archae-
ologically attested custom of the comb deposition in graves. Attila Kiss’s
excavations in cemetery A at Kolked Feketekapu revealed that in both
male and female burials combs often appear either on the left or the right
side of the skull, which suggests that they were perhaps meant to look
as if worn in lifetime. The distribution of graves with combs overlaps
that of dress accessories with dentil ornamentation, even if, because of
the specific state of research, the comb finds from cemetery A in Kolked
Feketekapu seem to dominate the picture. Combs and dress accessories
with dentil ornament appear especially in those areas, which before 568

2 Istvan Béna, personal communication, 1990.
2 Heinrich-Tamaska 2007.
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were inhabited by Lombards and Gepids, respectively. This is of course
not to say that responsible for the phenomenon must only be Lombards
and Gepids surviving under Avar rule. It may well be that other groups
within the qaganate adopted those cultural traits. But their distribu-
tion is quite distinct from other cultural traits which have been labeled
“Slavic” (in the northwestern region of the qaganate), “Romance” (at the
southwestern tip of Lake Balaton, the so-called “Keszthely culture,” or
“Byzantine”*

The interpretation of the “Slavic” assemblages in the
northwestern region of Avaria

Figure 16 shows the distribution of ceramic pots found in Middle and
Late Avar assemblages. There are of course a few clusters, but all in all
the deposition of ceramic pots in graves was a wide-spread phenom-
enon. By contrast, Figure 17 shows the distribution of ceramic wares
with prick-like comb punch decoration (Kammstich). The distribution
is remarkably similar to that of wares with potter’s marks on the bot-
tom of the pot.>’ A combination of all traits pertaining to ceramic wares
by means of the analysis of N next neighbors produces the distribution
map shown in Figure 19, on which wares with prick-like combed punch
decoration and potter’s marks appear as clearly distinct clusters in the
northwestern area of the Carpathian Basin (groups 9-12).

At a close examination of the history of settlement in the north-
western region of Avaria, it appears that a substantial occupation of
the region only began in the early seventh century, ca. 630. Both seria-
tion and radiocarbon dating confirm that the northwestern region
was settled at about the same time as the northeastern region on the
Upper Tisza. In the northwest, burial assemblages with wares deco-
rated with prick-like comb punches and potter’s marks are attested
throughout the Middle and Late Avar period, from ca. 630 to ca. 800. In
other words, throughout much of the Avar age, such traits as prick-like
comb punches and potter’s marks seem to have typical primarily for the

% For the Keszthely culture, see Kovrig 1958, Kiss 1967, Miiller 1996a and 1996b,
Bierbrauer 2004.

31 As this is a much debated topic in the archaeology of medieval Eastern Europe, an
abundant literature exists on the topic. Only a few, most important titles may be cited
here: Comsa 1961 and 1973; Diaconu 1986; Kolos-Szafraniska 1953; and To¢ik 1962.
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northwestern region of the Avar qaganate. Outside the qaganate, such
traits appear only in the neighboring regions—the western and north-
western parts of Lower Austria and Moravia—in which a massive pres-
ence of the Slavs is often assumed for the century following the collapse
of the Avar qaganate. Within the qaganate, the only other, but much
smaller cluster of burial assemblages that produced wares decorated
with prick-like comb punches is in the environs of Pécs. It becomes
therefore apparent that beginning with Middle Avar I a regional identity
may have formed in the northwestern lands of the qaganate, which was
marked in funerary contexts by means of both ritual and the deposi-
tion in graves of ceramic wares with specific ornaments. It is quite pos-
sible that the northwestern lands had been under Avar control since the
beginning, but no signs exist of a serious settlement before ca. 630. That
date remarkably coincides with the rise of Samo’s polity known from the
Chronicle of Fredegar.*

A further indication of the special nature of the northwestern lands
of the Avar qaganate is the cluster in that region of the largest number
of warrior graves. This suggests a sudden military presence of the Avars
in the area, perhaps in the aftermath of Samo’ rebellion. If the region
was part of Samo’s polity, it must have returned relatively quickly to Avar
rule, this time reinforced by the military posturing of the population
settled in the region. Indeed, the only area within the qaganate where
such a deliberate policy of settlement is so evident in the archaeological
record is the northwest. Avar-age burials, particularly horseman burials,
in the northwest seem to have been systematically robbed after ca. 800.
Whether or not this phenomenon may be attributed to the revolt of the
former Avar subjects, groups 9-12 in Figure 19 must be seen as a reac-
tion to the particular political and military circumstances of the early
seventh century. That some of the cultural traits in those groups outlived
the Avar qaganate further suggests that that reaction resulted in invent-
ing cultural traditions of long-term political consequences.

The interpretation advanced in this chapter is based on a much
improved chronology, itself the result of refined methods combining
traditional seriation with radiocarbon dating. My only hope is that an
improved chronology may contribute to a new evaluation of the prob-

32 Fredegar 4.48, in Wallace-Hadrill 1960, p. 40. For the chronicle, see Goffart 1963,
Kusternig 1982, and Wood 1994. For Slavs in Fredegar, see Curta 1997. For a survey of
the abundant literature on Samo, see Eggers 2001.
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lem of ethnicity in the archaeology of the early Middle Ages. Sebastian
Brather’s critique of traditional approaches has done much to advance
our awareness of the pitfalls of an archaeology of ethnicity. However,
he did not propose anything to replace the supposedly outdated mod-
els. The very absence of any alternative is an indication that for Brather
ethnicity should be banned from the archaeological vocabulary. My
own understanding of the archaeological record avoids the pitfalls of
Brather’s agnosticism and advocates instead for the use of refined meth-
ods of establishing relative and absolute chronologies, as a preliminary,
but necessary phase in the study of cultural patterns that might, under
certain circumstances, mark ethnic boundaries.
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Figures

l.gImage Database “Montelius’, an example of the complex mode view: selected arti-
facts from the qagan burial in Kunbabony (Hungary).

2. Image Database “Montelius”, an example of the typological mode view: ceramic ware
with S-shaped, prick-like comb punch ornament.

3. A model for the creation of the Image Database “Montelius” on the basis of the pub-
lished archaeological record.
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A model of the possible uses of the Image Database “Montelius” for archaeological
studies.

Seriation by reciprocal averaging of over 4,000 Avar-age male burials.

Seriation by reciprocal averaging of the eigenvectors of over 4,000 Avar-age male
burials.

Seriation by correspondence analysis of over 4,000 Avar-age male burials.

Seriation by correspondence analysis of Avar-age female burials.

Wiggle matching of radiocarbon dates with sequence dates from the seriation of
Avar-age burial assemblages.

Wiggle matching of radiocarbon dates with sequence dates from the seriation of
Avar-age burial assemblages.

Zoomed detail of the correspondence analysis scattergram of functional types of
artifacts from Avar-age burial assemblages.

Distribution map of dress accessories with dentil decoration by ornamental motifs.
Data after Heinrich-Tamaska 2007.

. Distribution map of dress accessories with dentil decoration by production tech-

niques. Data after Heinrich-Tamaska 2007.

. Distribution map of combs with teeth in a single-row deposited in graves.

. Distribution map of combs with teeth in a double-row deposited in graves.

. Distribution map of ceramic wares in the Carpathian Basin.

. Distribution map of ceramic wares with prick-like comb punch ornament.

. Distribution map of ceramic wares with potter’s marks.

. Plotting of the analysis of N next neighbors for all pottery features associated with

Middle and Late Avar burial assemblages.



NEW REMARKS ON THE FLOW OF BYZANTINE COINS
IN AVARIA AND WALACHIA DURING THE
SECOND HALF OF THE SEVENTH CENTURY

Péter Somogyi

History of research

In Avar archaeology, associating minting dates of coins found in burial
assemblages with the ruling years of the issuing emperors was for a long
time an established practice. Such a rough dating of coins found in burial
assemblages led to the conclusion that the flow of Byzantine gold coins
in Avaria was uninterrupted until ca. 680 (the date of the most recent
coins of Byzantine origin found in burial assemblages, which is in fact
to be placed at some point between 674 and 681), after which it died out
abruptly. A historical interpretation was quickly found to fit the model:
direct links between Constantinople and Avaria were interrupted by the
Bulgar conquest of the Balkans in 680/1. This interpretation was shortly
afterwards abandoned in favor of the idea that the absence of Byzantine
coins dated after 681 has much more to do with the decline of Byzantine
coinage beginning with the reign of Constantine IV.!

As early as the 1970s, Istvan Béna has dealt with the catalogue and
precise identification of the Byzantine coins found in Avaria.* He
noticed that the last gold coins struck for Heraclius that have been found
in burial assemblages were those issued between 616 and 625, while
the earliest coins struck for Constans II and found in Avaria are those
of 654-659. He interpreted this phenomenon as indicating that follow-
ing the failed siege of Constantinople in 626, the Avars stopped receiv-
ing stipends from Constantinople. By contrast, the presence of gold
and silver coins of Constans II and Constantine IV, all dated after 650,
was to be explained by means of the migration of the Onogur Bulgars.

! For the history of research, see Somogyi 1997, 7-9 and Winter 2000, 46-47. See also
Balint 2004a, 52.
2 Béna 2002, 477; Béna 2003, 294.
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In contrast to other opinions,’ Bona did not believe it possible that the
Avars could have been again paid stipends and gifts after 650. His major
argument was that the gold coins of Constans II and Constantine IV
appear in those burial assemblages, which, on the basis of the associated
grave goods, he had attributed to the Bulgar newcomers. Previously set-
tlers of the Black Sea area, the Onogur Bulgars had been paid betwen
626 and 670 large amounts of Byzantine gold, which they carried with
them into Avaria when fleeing the invading Khazars. Since in Avaria,
no other coins have been in circulation since 626, the coins found in
the Bulgar graves must have been brought from the homeland north of
the Black Sea.*

This interpretation forces one to accept a single, mediated flow of Byz-
antine gold and silver coins, but provides an apparently easy explanation
for the lack of any coins minted after 681. As in 1970, Bdna interpreted
this negative evidence as indicating economic and monetary troubles in
the Byzantine Empire.’

This was the state of research when in 1992 I began a new study of
the Byzantine coins found in assemblages dated to the Avar period. My
investigations were directly linked to Béna’s work, if only because I had
from him the entire gazeteer that he had not managed to publish, together
with DOC-based attributions for every coin. This, however, did not at
all imply that I also inherited his interpretation of the flow of Byzantine
coins into Avaria. My conclusions at that time were based primarily on
coins known to have been found in Avaria, as knowing that another
extensive investigation was in preparation, I had left aside all stray finds
from Austria.® In hindsight, that turned out to be a poor choice. But the
idea that I deliberately limited my approach to the material must equally
be rejected. On the other hand, it is true that I refused to incorporate
the seventh- and eighth-century coins of unknown or uncertain origin,
which are now in the numismatic collection of the Hungarian National
Museum in Budapest. But I did not ignore their existence, for there are
several references to them in my book’s appendices, which spell out the
reasons for my decision to leave them out of the final gazeteer.” I dealt in

* Somogyi 1997, 119 with n. 29 and 127 with n. 117 summarizes the earlier positions
on this issue.

4 Bodna 1993, 531 and 536.

® Bona 1993, 536. This position has been refuted by Somogyi 1997, 120 with n. 30.

¢ Somogyi 1997, 20 with n. 23. In the meantime, the Austrian finds have been pub-
lished and discussed by Winter 2000.

7 Somogyi 1997, 112 with n. 9; 113-114, 115 with n. 17; 119 and 128 with n. 22.
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a similar way with the Magli¢ solidus struck for Leo IIT and Constantine
V, but in that case my qualms seem to have been misplaced. By means of
a thorough research in the archives of the National Museum, Péter Pro-
haszka has meanwhile established the exact circumstances in which the
coin had been found.® This has in turn confirmed the hypothesis of the
late Attila Kiss, who has otherwise never doubted that the coin had been
found in Magli¢ and even linked it to the contemporary Arabic dinars
found in that same region.’

Unlike artifacts, which can be attributed to a certain cultural area by
means of morphological or decorative characteristics, even when no
information exists about the archaeological context or find spot, coin
finds of unknown or uncertain origin can only be used by archaeolo-
gists under special circumstances which allow for their attribution to a
particular archaeological context. In practice, it works as two examples
may clearly show. Two silver coin imitations of unknown origin can be
clearly listed among coin finds from Avaria, because identical types are
known from other Avar burial finds. Because of the great number of
light-weight solidi struck for Heraclius that have been found in Avar
burial assemblages, the solidi of the same kind now in the Hungarian
National Museum can be equally listed among finds from Avaria, even
though their origin remains unknown.'’ On the other hand I have been
able to locate in the archives two nineteenth-century reports that dem-
onstrate how fast stray finds of Byzantine gold coins can move at a con-
siderable distance from the site of their discovery. Ten gold coins struck
for Emperor Theodosius I, initially associated with a hoard accidentally
found in early July 1831 in Firtusu (near Odorheiu Secuiesc, in cen-
tral Romania), were later transported to Targu Mures after a brief stop
in the neighboring village of Atid. By August, nine of those coins then
moved for purchase to Brasov, while in the early 1840s two other solidi
from the same hoard ended up in Paris. Similarly, eight solidi from the
hoard of Byzantine gold found in the Spring of 1856 in Seica Micé (near
Sibiu) found their way into the collection of Prince Karl Borromaeus
Schwarzenberg, at that time the governor of Habsburg Transylvania. Six

¢ Prohaszka 2004, 103-104, 108 with fig. 2.

° For a detailed discussion of the coin’s find spot, see Somogyi 1997, 114 with n. 14.
See also Balint 2004b, 47, who, though wrongly citing this coin as a find from Orsova,
rightly defended its authenticity. For the dinars of the Srem region, see Somogyi 1997,
153 with n. 55 and Bélint 2004a, 585-587 with fig. 289 (who points out other contempo-
rary dinars from Carinthia, Slovenia, and Slovakia).

' Somogyi 1997, 116-117 with nn. 19-20 and 125 with n. 10.
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of them are still in that same collection, albeit without any indication
of origin. They then traveled to the Orlik Castle in Bohemia (the main
residence of the governor), via Sibiu and Vienna, then back to Sibiu,
where they were finally purchased from the governor and thus saved
from being turned into bullion in the Alba Iulia mint."! Would it be
possible at all to associate those coins with both hoards of Byzantine
gold from Transylvania, had the only available information been their
last recorded location (Brasov, Paris, or the Orlik Castle), without any
knowledge of their circuitous “afterlife”?

My intention therefore was not to limit the study of coins struck for
Heraclius and his successors to grave finds. On one hand, the goal was to
compare the pattern resulting from the analysis of grave finds with the
corpus of stray finds with known place of origin. On the other hand, it
was necessary to avoid a too narrow selection of data, which could
easily pass for manipulation in favor of a preconceived judgment, despite
the archaeological expressiveness of results that may have been obtained
by such means. In order to account for the different source values of all
those coins, I divided the corpus into five classes of origin." It turns out
that a solidus of class II and five solidi of class III are in fact later issues
of Emperor Heraclius, while another specimen of class III is a solidus
struck for Emperor Constans II between 651 and 654. Indeed, there are
no earlier issues of Emperor Constans II struck between 641 and 650.
This seems to indicate a much diminished and localized flow of Byz-
antine solidi into Avaria after 626. There is a clear correlation between
grave and stray finds, which are mostly post-650 solidi struck for Con-
stans IL."

Before getting into the interpretation of this phenomenon, I also
examined the coins found in either burials or hoards in those regions
associated on the basis of written sources with the presence or the pas-

' This is mainly based on still unpublished results of my archival research dating
back to 1994 and aiming at recuperating as much contemporary documentation as pos-
sible about these two large hoards found in Transylvania.

2 Somogyi 1997, 115-116, 120 with table 2: I—grave finds of certain origin; II—stray
finds of certain origin; III—coins of unknown origin now in the numismatic collection
of the National Museum in Budapest, to which they had been donated or sold by per-
sons of known identity and location; IV—coins of unknown origin now in the numis-
matic collection of the National Museum in Budapest, to which they arrived through
the acquisition of larger, private collections; V—coins of unknown origin now in the
numismatic collection of the National Museum in Budapest, for which no further infor-
mation exists, coins of the so-called revision inventory.

" Somogyi 1997, 118-1109.
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sage of the Onogur Bulgars—the steppe north of the Black Sea from
the Kuban River in the east to the Dnieper and the Dniester Rivers in
the west, Bessarabia and Walachia on the Lower Danube to the River
Olt." As it appears that the chronological distribution of coins in those
regions matches that in the Carpathian Basin, I initially embraced Ist
van Béna’s historical interpretation. At the same time, I made it clear
that such an interpretation would hold as long as new finds will not
require its revision."”

An historical interpretation of the Avar-age coin finds has also been
advanced by Csanad Balint, who, unlike Béna, rejected the association
of solidi struck for Constans II and Constantine IV, which have been
found in the Carpathian Basin, with the migration of the Onogur Bul-
gars.'® Bélint's numismatic observations underlying his interpretation
prompted me to reconsider both the evidence, which had meanwhile
been enriched by new finds, and the most recent finds of the historical,
archaeological, and numismatic research on the flow of Byzantine coins
into Avaria and other territories on the northern frontier of the Byzan-
tine Empire.

The structure of the corpus in the light of
the most recent finds

When considering the character and origin of individual specimens, the
corpus of Avar-age Byzantine coins appears as a quite heterogeneous
collection. Besides imperial issues, there are several local imitations,
copies and even counterfeited specimens. Most imperial issues are sol-
idi, while lower gold denominations, silver and copper are only poorly
represented. With a few exceptions, all gold and silver coins have been
minted in Constantinople. Most noteworthy is the presence of light-
weight solidi, especially those struck between 616 and 625 for Emperor
Heraclius. Imitations can be divided into three groups: good-quality gold
imitations of imperial solidus issues; Kiskéros-type silver imitations of

4 Somogyi 1997, 118 with n. 25 and 128-131.

"> Somogyi 1997, 129 with n. 27.

16 Balint 2004b, 47-53 and 55. Balint’s paper was first presented under a slightly dif-
ferent title (“Betrachtungen zum Beginn der Mittelawarenzeit”) in the international
conference on the chronology of the Middle Avar period, which took place at the
Archaeological Institute in Budapest (November 26-27, 2004). Before Balint, Woloszyn
1999, 160-161 had already revealed several weak points in my line of reasoning.
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either solidi or miliarensia struck for Constans II and Constantine IV;
and imitations of Italian issues, some of which may have been produced
in Italy.”” Copies consist of thin sheets of gold with the imprint of either
the reverse or the obverse of an imperial issue or of an imitation. Only
two counterfeited specimens are known so far (cat. 31 and 80).'* Both
were struck in copper with authentic dies, and then gilded.

The study of Avar imitations of Byzantine coins has demonstrated that
the Kiskéros-type silver imitations were made on the basis of a vague
memory of, instead of closely following, the original coins."” As a con-
sequence, and unlike good-quality imitations in gold, they must have
been produced at a time when the coins that they supposedly copied
were not in circulation any more. Such imitations should therefore be
carefully distinguished from imperial issues when evaluating monetary
circulation.?® Since the conclusion can only be that the primary source
for the reconstruction of that circulation are imperial issues, it behooves
the purpose of this paper to start with their examination.

It is immediately apparent that nearly all coins struck after 625 are
solidi. With the only exception of a solidus minted for Heraclius in
Ravenna (cat. 91), they are all products of the Constantinopolitan mint.
Besides the silver coins found in the Zemiansky Vrbovok hoard (cat.
88), the only other silver specimen is a miliarense struck for Constans II
from the Stejanovci burial assemblage (cat. 68). Only three stray finds of
copper are known, two from Austria, and another from Banat.?!

Before 615, when the hexagram was first introduced, silver coins were
rare and unimportant in the eastern provinces of the Roman Empire.*
As a consequence, there is only one silver coins struck before 625 among
the imperial issues of known origin found in Avaria.”* Besides the large
number of solidi, the pre-625 group also includes thirty-six copper coins

7" Somogyi 1997, 127.

'8 Here as well as elsewhere in this paper, reference is made to the catalogue numbers
in Somogyi 1997, 23-110.

¥ Somogyi 1997, 126.

2 Balint 2004b, 49.

2! Neulengbach: a half-follis struck for Constans II in Constantinople between 655
and 658, MIB 183 (Winter 2000, 50 and 55 no. 5). Wiener Neustadt: follis of Constans
IT struck in Sicily between 659 or 662 and 668, MIB 210 (Winter 2000, 56 no. 9/1).
Unknown location in Banat: follis of Constans II minted between 643 and 655 (Curta
2005, 127 no. 37).

22 Grierson 1968, 17; Fiala 1986, 16—17 with nn. 9-10; Morrisson 2002, 928.

» This is the otherwise not clearly identified coin from Sinnicolaul Mare (cat. 64),
perhaps an early hexagram struck for Heraclius.
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minted for the emperors between Justinian and Heraclius, especially for
Justin II (with no less than fourteen grave and stray finds).>* Without
the Zemiansky Vrbovok hoard, the presence of Byzantine silver coins
would have been hardly noticed. Indeed, with its nineteen specimens,”
that hoard is a clear reminder that hoard finds, by virtue of their own
context, cannot be treated on the same level as grave or stray finds in
terms of frequency and coin circulation.?® In any case, the hoard is a
testimony to the presence of silver coins minted after 650 for Constans
IT and Constantine IV. Whether silver coins truly entered Avaria in large
quantities after 650 is a question that cannot be answered on the basis of
the existing evidence.”

# There used to be a considerable number of copper coins in Hungarian collections
without a place of origin. Some of them have meanwhile disappeared, but their existence
can be documented on the basis of museum inventory books. Although it is quite possi-
ble that at least some of them were stray finds from the Carpathian Basin, I maintain my
previous position that those coins have no relevance for an assessment of the coin circu-
lation in Avaria (Somogyi 1997, 116 with n. 18). I therefore agree with both Wotoszyn
1999, 151-153 and Prohészka 2004, 112 with nn. 63-67 that this abundant material
can nevertheless serve as a complement or gauge for general conclusions drawn on the
basis of coins with known place of origin. Marcin Wotoszyn has rightly interpreted the
surprisingly small number of copper coins with known place of origin in Hungarian
collections (so far only sixteen specimens) as a direct result of the way in which such
collections were created and managed. That the flow of copper coins must have been
considerable is suggested by the fact that the relatively small territory of Avaria now
within Austrian borders produced no less that twenty-two specimens. Whether or not
most of these coins have been found in Carnuntum, is an altogether different issue. See
Woloszyn 1999, 156-158 and Winter 2000, 47 with n. 24. It would be worth the effort
to compare the frequency distribution of copper coins from Hungarian collections with
that of authentic finds.

» It remains unclear how many coins were indeed found in 1937. Another speci-
men was published in 1986, a miliarense struck for Constans II (Fiala 1986, 15-16 and
fig. 1; Woloszyn 1999, 154 with n. 24). By contrast, the recent attribution to this hoard
of a hexagram minted for Heraclius between 615 and 625 (MIB 134) must be viewed
with great suspicion (Kolnikova 2004). The miliarense published by Fiala was found
in the inheritance of B. Vysko¢il, who played a great role in securing the safety of the
hoard after its discovery. Unlike that, the hexagram was bought in the 1970s by his pres-
ent, un-named owner. Fiala demonstrated that the miliarense was die-linked on both
reverse and obverse to two other coins in the Zemiansky Vrbovok hoard, whereas no
such link exists for the hexagram of Heraclius. I am indebted to Jozef Zabojnik from
the Archaeological Institute in Nitra (Slovakia) for having brought Kolnikovéd’s paper to
my attention.

26 Morrisson 2002, 953-954 and n. 130. Bona 1970, 259 made no difference between
these find categories.

7 Tt is unfortunately impossible to decide whether or not we have any stray finds
from the Carpathian Basin among the few hexagrams of Heraclius, Constans II, and
Constantine IV now in the numismatic collection of the National Museum in Budapest.
These coins cannot therefore be used as a primary source for the evaluation of monetary
circulation. See Somogyi 1997, 128-129 with n. 22.
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After this sweeping survey of the main differences in the distribu-
tion of gold, silver, and copper coins, we must now turn to the exam-
ination of the imperial issues. Indeed, the gold coins are a first-hand
candidate for statistical analysis, given their quantity. These are primar-
ily grave and stray finds, as little is known about the few known hoard
finds (besides the fact that such finds require a different statistical treat-
ment).?® In addition, grave and stray finds which cannot be accurately
identified are of no use for the frequency statistics. If we leave aside the
solidi from Thessalonica and Ravenna (cat. 76/2 and 91), as well as the
two tremisses from Italian mints,” then the remaining body of evidence
comprises eighty gold coins struck in Constantinople.*

The distribution of the gold coins minted in Constantinople

Even if we take into consideration the two counterfeited solidi, the cor-
pus of finds is quite homogeneous in regards to denomination (solidi or
solidus subdivisions), mint (Constantinople) or archaeological context
(grave or stray finds). In other words, I thought that this could be a solid
basis for a statistical analysis, on the basis of which one could further

% Somogyi 1997, 136-139. The attribution of two Avar-age solidi to the Firtusu hoard
(cat. 24) has been recently questioned on the basis of newly discovered archival informa-
tion (Somogyi 2000). Even if they may not be coins from that hoard, these solidi must
have been stray finds from Transylvania.

» A tremissis struck for Emperor Maurice in Rome (unknown location, now in the
Miskolc Museum; Somogyi 1997, 133 with n. 42 and fig. 1) and another issued for Theo-
dosius III in Ravenna (found in the environs of Mistelbach; Winter 1997, 84, 187 no. 23;
Winter 2000, 55, no. 3 and pl. 2/3). Recently, a new solidus has been published, which
was struck for Constantine V and Leo IV in Syracuse between 751 and 775. It was found
in Slovakia in the environs of Svity Jur, a village north of Bratislava (Hunka and Budaj
2005, 63-64, fig. 1-2).

%0 Several other gold coins could be added to this corpus, especially specimens long
lost, about which we only know that they were struck for Heraclius or Heraclius and
Heraclius Constantine. Given that the attribution was based on the names of these rulers
indicated on the obverse legend, the gold coins struck for Heraclius and found in Krs-
tur (cat. 42), Kunszentmarton (cat. 45), Tac-Fovénypuszta (Béna 2002, 478 no. 2; Béna
2003, 295 no. 2), as well as the solidus of Heraclius found in Zsana (Somogyi 1997, 18
with n. 19, no. 9, where the coin is erroneously attributed to Anastasius I; for the correct
attribution and place of discovery, see Balogh 2002, 312 with n. 51) could be either MIB
1-7, 62-63 (610-613) or fractions of the solidus such as MIB 70-74. The only informa-
tion available for the newly recorded gold coins from Cerevi¢ and Backa Palanka is that
they have been struck between 613 and 631 (Prohdszka 2004, 104 no. 5 and 106 no. 10).
Because of the imprecise identification, I have not considered those coins for the statisti-
cal analysis on table I and figs. 1-5.
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Table I: Byzantine gold coins struck in Constantinople and
found in the Carpathian Basin

Emperor Date Place of discovery Issue class  Reference
code
JustinianI ~ 542-562 Kundgota, grave MIB 15 S-44
Justin II 565-578 $pilnaca, grave ? S-66
Szentendre, grave 1 or 2 MIB 11a S-77
567-578 Ho6dmezbvasarhely environs MIB 5 S-29
Kolked-Feketekapu B, MIB 5 S-41/1
grave 119
Transylvania MIB 5 S-63
Vrsac environs MIB 5 S-85a
Tiberius II/ 582-583 Tac-Gorsium, grave 7 MIB 4/ S-80
Maurice MIB 4 (c)
Maurice 582-602 Bata ? P-1
582-583 Gyula MIB 5 P-3
583/4- Pécs-Makar Alsomakar-dils,  MIB 20 A-13
602 grave 1
584-602 Cestereg MIB 6 S-14
Kolked-Feketekapu B, MIB 6 S-41/2
grave 119
Mures district MIB 10? S-50
Nyiregyhdza-Kertgazdasag, MIB 117%,11°  S-52
grave 3
Tiszakeszi MIB 14? S-83
Phocas 603-607 “Bernecebarati” MIB 5,7 S-9
Kiskundorozsma MIB 20 S-19
Kiszombor O, grave 2 MIB 7 S-36
Kula MIB 20 S-43
Taplany MIB 20 S-81
Voiniceni MIB 20 S-85
607-609  Crusita MIB 9 S-16
Ofoldedk environs MIB 9 S-54
609-610 Szentendre, grave 3 MIB 11 S-78
Heraclius 610-613 Csardaszallds-Barathalom MIB 73b S-17
Hajdudorog-Varoskert utca7,  MIB 63 S-27
grave 1
HNM-1811 MIB 5 S-89/1
613-616 Kolked-Feketekapu A, grave 29 MIB 8a S-38
HNM-1811 MIB 8a4 S-89/2
HNM-1987 MIB 8a S-97/1
616-625 Backo Petrovo Selo MIB11-20 S-5
Baja, grave MIB 11-20, A-7

64-65
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Emperor Date Place of discovery Issue class  Reference
code
Banat MIB 65 S-6
Békéscsaba-Repiil6tér, grave MIB 11-20, S-8
64-65
Budakaldsz, grave 758 MIB 65 S-13
Carnuntum MIB 11 W-1/27
Dunaszekcs6 MIB 65 S-20
Jasz-Nagykun-Szolnok County MIB 65 A-5
Lov¢enac, grave MIB 65 S-48
Kiszombor-Tanyahalom dtilé, =~ MIB 64 A-14
grave 16
Peisching MIB 64 W-6
Seitin MIB 11-20, S-59
64-65
“Siklos-Semlényi puszta” MIB 65 P-12
Sinpetru German, grave MIB 65 S-65
Szegvar-Oromdl6, grave 761  MIB 11 S-72
Szegvar-Oromddld, grave 873  MIB 11 S-74
Szentes-Jaksor, grave MIB 65 S-79
Tiszavasvari-Kashalom dils, MIB 64 A-15
grave 34, no. 1
Tiszavasvari-Kashalom dild, MIB 65 A-16
grave 34, no. 2
Zamardi-Rétifoldek, grave MIB 65 S-86
1392
Zsadany-Bolcsi puszta (HNM-  MIB 65 S-96
1979)
HNM-1811 MIB 11 S-89/3
HNM-1911 MIB 14 S-94
HNM-1987 MIB 11 S-97/2
Nyiregyhdza Museum MIB 14 A-1
625-629 Idvor environs (UNM-1901) MIB 21 S-93, P-6
Mostova (Horné Saliby) MIB 21 (¢) S-31
629-631 Backa Palanka environs MIB 29 S-3
632-641 Prigrevica MIB 39-53, S-58
66-69
637-638 Backa Palanka environs MIB 45 S-2
641 HNM-1857 MIB 53 S-90
Constans II  651-654 HNM-1897 MIB 23 S-92
654-659  Gyenesdids, grave 64 MIB 26 S-26
Szeged-Makkoserdd, grave 24 ~ MIB 26 S-71
662-667 Beba Veche MIB 31 S-7
Békés (Kunszentmaérton MIB 31 S-46, P-2
environs)
Carnuntum MIB 34 W-1/32
Ortisoara no. 1 MIB 36 S-55
Ortisoara no. 2 MIB 36 S-55
Sakule MIB 31-38  S-60
667-668 Kiskundorozsma-Daruhalom  MIB 39 A-17

dalé II, grave 21
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Table I (cont.)

Emperor Date Place of discovery Issue class  Reference
code
Constantine 668-685  Stapar ? S-67
v 669-685 Checia MIB 15¢ S-15
Transylvania MIB 15¢ S-62
669-674  Ozora-Totipuszta, grave MIB 4C S-56
674-681 Bratislava environs MIB 7-8 S-11
Karcag MIB 7-8 P-7
Odorheiu Secuiesc environs MIB 7a-b S-53
LeoIlland 725-741 Magli¢ DOC5-7 P-4
Constan-
tine V

Reference codes:

A—list of the most recent, mostly unpublished coin finds, see present paper p. 101 with
n. 39; P—catalogue after Prohdszka 2004, 102-108; S—catalogue after Somogyi 1997,
23-110; W—catalogue after Winter 2000, 53-60; (c)—counterfeit; HNM—Hungarian
National Museum.

draw conclusions regarding the circulation inside the Avar qaganate of
gold coins struck in Constantinople. This is, without question, only a
deliberate selection of material, but not an arbitrary one, for it results
from special numismatic and archaeological circumstances. Numis-
matists unaware of the debate surrounding the interpretation of the
Byzantine coins in Avaria should therefore start with the study of the
gold coins struck in Constantinople. Moreover, my intention is to show
that the ratio between of periods represented (or not) by coins struck
between 625 to 681/5, which appear on the list drawn by Csanad Balint,
remains basically the same, even without the solidus from Ravenna, the
silver coins, and all imitations.?! Indeed, the only period not represented
in the corpus is the first ten years of Constans II's rule (641-650).

I have never denied the fact that the existence of five solidi struck
between 625 and 641, as well as of a counterfeited solidus, can attest to
shipments of gold coins struck in Constantinople to the Avars after the

' Ascribing numbers to the entries in Balint 2004b, 49, the corresponding finds in
the list are 6-12, 16-17, 24-25, 27, and 31-32.
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failed siege of that city in 626. On the other hand, I also insisted that
no such coins are known from Avar graves.”> Moreover, it appears that
with the exception of the Bacsszentivan solidus (cat. 58), for which the
issue cannot be established with any precision, each one of those solidi
is from a different issue. Only the solidus from the environs of Toron-
taludvar (cat. 93) and the counterfeited coin from Horné Saliby (cat. 31)
belong to the same type (MIB 21, 625-629).* As a consequence, we have
only five solidi of different issues for twenty-five years, whereas the last
issue before 625 (MIB 11-20 and 64-65, 616-625) is known from no
less than twenty-five coins belonging to the first three classes of origin.
The latter number could easily be increased by adding the light-weight
solidi of classes IV and V, as their massive area of spread includes such
modern countries as Belgium, northwestern Germany, and southern
England, where Hungarian antique collectors could have hardly gone to
procure their coins.*

While the issue series appears continuous, the frequency of coins
minted before and after 625 tells a different story. It points to a notable
diminution of the coin circulation at that time, something that is other-
wise not shown on Csanad Bélint’s list. On one hand, that list does
not contain any coins of the 616-625 issue. On the other hand, the
simple enumeration of coin finds ordered by minting date only shows
which issues are represented or not represented in the investigated
period. Such a unidimensional display of the selected material is insuffi-
cient from a statistical and numismatic point of view and cannot reflect
quantitative changes.

In order to reconstruct the dynamics of the import or circulation of
coins of various issue periods, numismatists employ a specific statisti-
cal coefficient, the so-called frequency index (i.e. annual rate of loss),
which is obtained by dividing the number of known coins from a certain
issue by the number of years for the duration of that issue. It is gener-

32 Somogyi 1997, 118 with n. 24; 119-120 with table 2.

33 Péter Prohdszka found in the archive of the National Museum in Budapest the
correspondence that shows that Mrs. E. Adamovi¢, who sold the solidus (cat. 93) to the
museum, was in fact from Torontaludvar (now Idvor in Romania). See Prohaszka 2004,
104 no. 6. Recently I have learned that the counterfeited solidus from Horné Saliby was
in fact found on the territory of the neighboring village of Mostova. I wish to express
my gratitude to Jozef Zabojnik from the Archaeological Institute in Nitra for this piece
of information.

* Somogyi 1997, 116 with n. 19.
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ally assumed that a direct relation exists between the actual production
rate of any given type, which is unknown by default, and the duration
of the issue. Indeed, by such means the frequency indices for various
issues can be easily compared.” Through an additional classification of
the coin finds according to such criteria as character, material, mint or
archaeological circumstances their frequency distribution indices can
then be studied separately. The only shortcoming of the method is that,
because for every single coin dated to an exact year the frequency index
value of 1, on the histogram coins will appear as slim columns (fig. 1).%
In order to eliminate the problem created by this bias towards solidi
dated to only a few years, I classified all eighty solidi struck in Con-
stantinople by their issues and the numbers of coins for each issue were
distributed equally over all years of the corresponding issue. The results
are shown in four histograms in figs. 2-5.%

All diagrams show that the frequency of gold coins found in Avar-age
assemblages begins to grow with Heraclius, reaching a maximum with
the issue of 616-625. There is then a significant break in coin imports.
No coins struck during the thirty years after 625 can be found in any
burial assemblage, while stray finds stop at 641. No authentic coins of
the 640s are so far known. Coins from either grave or stray finds begin
to appear again after 650, but by no means was the frequency for coins
struck for Constans II or Constantine IV equal to that for solidi minted
for Heraclius. The coin series ends abruptly and definitely around 681/5,
and the only authentic stray find of eighth-century coins (a solidus of
Leo III and of Constantine V) do not change anything in the overall
picture. As the overlapping columns of the combined frequency distri-
butions show (fig. 4), both grave and stray finds basically follow the same
trend described above. With the exception of a single interval, there is a
high degree of covariation in frequency.*® The exception is the five solidi

3 Morrisson 2002, 955 with n. 133 and figs. 6.1-6.15.

% For this problem with a possible solution, see Red and Somogyi 1986.

7 To the best of my knowledge, Istvan Erdélyi was the first to display on 2D-column
charts the distribution of Byzantine coins from Avar-age assemblages (Erdélyi 1982, 59
and Annex 45). Each column represented the number of coins known from the litera-
ture available to Erdélyi and classified by emperors. The different pattern visible on the
chart is the direct result of the different character and material of the analyzed coins. As
a result, there is often more than one column for an emperor.

3 That stray finds only begin with Justin IT is the result of a deliberate selection policy
followed in my previous research (Somogyi 1997, 17), namely to exclude from the analy-
sis of Avar-age coins any specimens struck for any emperor before Justin II, which could
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Figure 1. Frequency distribution of Byzantine gold coins minted in Constantinople (grave and stray finds combined).

The Y

axis shows the frequency index, defined as number of coins of a certain issue divided by the number of years for the
duration of that issue.
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Figure 2. Frequency distribution of Byzantine gold coins minted in Constantinople (grave finds alone). The Y axis shows the
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Figure 3. Frequency distribution of Byzantine gold coins minted in Constantinople (stray finds alone). The Y axis shows the

number of coins of a certain issue distributed equally over the entire period covered by that issue.
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Figure 4. Frequency distribution of Byzantine gold coins minted in Constantinople (grave and stray finds compared). The Y axis

shows the number of coins of a certain issue distributed equally over the entire period covered by that issue.
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already mentioned and the counterfeited coin, the only specimens that
could be dated between 625 and 641, a period for which no grave finds
exist. It remains unclear whether or not this situation may be explained
in terms of the state of research. In any case, the answer depends upon
new archaeological finds or data derived from archival research. It is
nevertheless significant that the seventeen gold coins struck in Constan-
tinople about which I learned after the 1996 closure of my book manu-
script were all minted either before 625 or after 654.%

Since the frequency distribution of gold coins struck before 625
matches the known evolution of Byzantine tribute payments to the
Avars in terms of both chronology and general tendencies,* there can
be no more doubt that these coin finds are a pale reflection of the Byz-
antine gold shipped to the Avars over a period of fifty or sixty years
as tribute payments. To be sure, given the enormous quantity of gold

not be certainly attributed to the Avar age (i.e., after 568). Woloszyn 1999, 149-159
and Prohdszka 2004, 109 rightly noted that many coins from Avaria struck for Justin-
ian I must have been at some point in Avar hands. The only problem is to distinguish
those coins for which such an assumption may be turned into certainty. Stray finds of
coins struck for Justinian are so numerous that it would be worth studying them all as
a separate group.

% Some of these finds are referred in table I by the prefix A followed by their sequence
number presented here in bold. 1: Almdassy 1997, 160 and fig. 150; 2-4: Winter 2000,
54-55, nos. 1/27, 1/32, and 6; 5-7: Béna 2002, 478 with nos. 1-3; Béna 2003, 295 with
nos. 1-3; 8-12: Prohdszka 2004, 102-107 with nos. 1, 3, 4, 7, and 12. To this may be
added the tremissis struck for Emperor Maurice (MIB 20, 583/4-602) found in grave 1
in Pécs-Makar Alsomakaér diilé (Somogyi 2002, 581) (13); the pendant made of a solidus
struck for Heraclius (MIB 64, 616-625) and found in grave 16 in Kiszombor-Tanyaha-
lom dilé (Langé and Tiirk 2004, 211 with n. 61) (14); two perforated solidi struck for
Heraclius (MIB 64 and 65, 616-625) from grave 34 in Tiszavasvari-Kashalom dulé (15,
16); and a solidus minted for Constans II (MIB 39, 667/8) found in grave 21 in Kiskun-
dorozsma-Daruhalom dil6 II (Mészaros, Paluch and Szalontai 2005, 148 with n. 5 and
fig. 12/7) (17). I am indebted to Eszter Istvanovits from the Nyiregyhaza Museum, as
well as to Gabor Lérinczy, Csaba Szalontai, and Attila Tiirk from the Szeged Museum
for information regarding unpublished or only recently published grave finds.The num-
ber of recently found copper coins is smaller, as only four stray finds have been known
to me since 1996: a follis struck for Justin II (MIB 43a or 43d, 572/3) and a half-follis
minted for Phocas (MIB 65Ab, 603-610), both coins found in Aparhant-Csorgé (Odor
2000, 181 and fig. 2/6); an unpublished follis struck for Emperor Maurice (MIB 67D,
590/1) from Aparhant-V. halast6. All three coins are now in a private collection. I am
indebted to Janos Odor from the Szekszard Museum for the photographs of these coins.
The fourth copper coin is a follis struck for Constans II (643-655) from an unknown
location in Banat (Curta 2005, 127 no. 37).

" A point first made by Béna 1993, 530.
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involved in those payments,* the number of surviving coins is very
small. Evidently, only a small number of the coins shipped to the Avars
ended up being deposited in graves or accidentally dropped around. The
surviving coins are in turn only a fraction of what was buried or lost in
the past. Moreover, find reports are known for only a fraction of all coins
that have been found.*? Seen from this particular point of view, the situ-
ation in Avaria is one of rather fortunate circumstances, namely that we
still have a fairly significant number of surviving coins. By contrast, the
situation in Bulgaria is much worse. Despite clearly documented tribute
payments, there are very few surviving coins from the territories ruled
since 681 by the Bulgars.*

It goes without saying that not every solidus found in an Avar-age
burial assemblage must be part of the official tribute payments to the
Avars. Moreover, it is known that the tribute was often paid in-kind,
in addition to, or instead of, monetary payments. As indicated by the
few imperial issues from Ravenna, Rome, and Thessalonica, as well as
by imitations of coins struck in Italy, there were other ways to obtain
Byzantine gold than just tribute payments. Even the thirty-nine copper
coins, which were actually of no value outside the economic and finan-
cial system of the Empire and therefore hardly part of tribute payments,
suggest the existence of other relations than those associated with trib-
ute payments.* Therefore, there can be no surprise that even after the
interruption of tribute payments in 626, solidi continued to be imported

41 Pohl 1988, 180-181 and 398 with n. 32 gives an early estimate. There is also an
annex to that book in the form of a table listing the annual stipends paid to the Avars
and the relevant sources.

2 “Archaeological evidence as provided by coin finds is more coherent, though it is
affected by a degree of bias. There are two reasons for this: the various laws in modern
states that serve to encourage or discourage the dissemination of information and have
been, or are, implemented in very different ways, and fortuitous distribution of finds”
(Morrisson 2002, 953).

* Fiedler 1992, 25 and n. 253; Morrisson 2002, 959, 964 with Figs. 6.11-6.12; Curta
2005, 117 fig. 2. The only known hoard is that found in Varna in 1967, which includes
solidi struck for the emperors Phocas, Constans II, Constantine IV, and Justinian II
(687-692). See Morrisson, Popovi¢, and Ivanigevi¢ 2006, 158.

* Woloszyn 1999, 161-162. In sharp contrast to either gold or silver coins, there is
a larger variety of mints represented in the copper coin series. This suggests that before
reaching Avaria, these coins have been for some time in circulation within the Byzantine
economic system. Their import into Avaria must be attributed to specific circumstances
of a rather private character. See also Somogyi 1997, 145.
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into Avaria from Italy, as well as from Constantinople. Since the few
coins struck for Heraclius in Constantinople after 626 have been found
in the southeastern region of Avaria further suggests that at work were
other mechanisms of distribution. Such a distribution must have been
rather small and limited to the frontier region. It is worth mentioning at
this point the passage in Nicephorus regarding the ransom paid for the
release of several high-status hostages, including a nephew of Emperor
Heraclius.* Although the episode cannot be exactly dated, it is clear that
it took place after 626, thus attesting to a shipment of gold from Con-
stantinople to the Avars in the aftermath of the latter’s defeat under the
walls of the Byzantine capital. The distribution of coins struck between
626 and 631 can certainly be attributed to such circumstances, perhaps
also that of coins struck between 632 and 636.*

Were the distribution of solidi struck during the second half of the
seventh century the same, the interpretation of the existing material
would pose no problems. After the interruption of the tribute payments
in 626, small amounts of gold continued to enter the territory of the
Avar qaganate until the eighth century by means of independent, “pri-
vate” transactions. However, the four histograms show an increase in
the frequency for coins from both grave and stray finds, which were
struck after 650. As the coins from the Zemiansky Vrbovok hoard and
the Kiskéros-type imitations suggest, the import of Byzantine coins now
also included silver, especially miliarensia. Such circumstances bespeak
the sudden change in imports taking place after the interruption in 626
of the tribute payments. As it were, even the function of the gold coins
was different. While out of all gold coins struck before 650, eighteen
specimens (twenty percent) were perforated or turned into pendants,
there is just one perforated specimen (five percent) among coins struck
after 650. How can this situation be interpreted?

# Mango 1990, 70-71.

6 Pohl 1988, 246 with n. 12 and 272 dates the hostage crisis to 623 and their ransom
“nach 626, spitestens 636”; Szddeczky-Kardoss 1998, 169 no. 80 and 212 no. 87 advances
the year 624 for the crisis and the years 634-636 for the release of the hostages. Coins
have been first interpreted on the basis of this text by Woloszyn 1999, 160.
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The migration of Kuvrat’s sons

Given its peculiar historiographic transmission, the story of Kuvrat’s
sons has been treated in various ways by various historians.”” Neverthe-
less, the idea that some Onogur Bulgars went to the Avars has by now
been accepted by most scholars studying the Avars. Such an idea has
important consequences for the chronology and interpretation of the
historical events, but its own dating remains unclear.*® All we know is
that it happened after the death of Kuvrat and before the migration of
the Bulgars under Asparukh to the Lower Danube region. While the
latter can be dated without any problems to 680/1, the only information
provided by sources for Kuvrat’s death is that it took place during the
reign of Constans II (641-668), which is a much too large span to be of
any use for a chronological refinement. In addition, Kuvrat’s life term is
gauged by means of other sources, such as the List of Bulgarian Princes
or, last but not least, the Malo Pereshchepyne assemblage. As these are
sources of quite different quality, it is no surprise to see them interpreted
and manipulated in accordance to the specific needs of every scholar.*’
Most recently, the tendency has been to priviledge the List and therefore
to date Kuvrat’s death between 650 and 665.% This date niceley dovetails

4 Pohl 1988, 280-281. For the Greek original, see Chichurov 1980, 36-37, 60-61,
111-118 (with nn. 265-284) and 153-154, 162, 177-178 (with nn. 72-83). For the Eng-
lish translation, see Mango and Scott 1997, 497-498 and Mango 1990, 87-89.

4 Balint 2004b, 46.

4 Beshevliev 1981, 153 with n. 19; Romashov 1994, 235 with n. 152, 236 with n. 164,
and 248 with nn. 222-223.

% Romashov 1994, 248 with n. 222. Given that in the List of Bulgarian Princes
Kuvrat’s birth is mentioned under the sign of the ox (according to the Turkic calendar
cycle) and that he is given 60 years of life, his death must indeed have taken place only
in 653 or 665. See Farkas 2001, 64 with n. 14; Balint 2004a, 186 with n. 662. Romashov
1994, 252 chooses 665. According to Lvova 2004, 221, the year of the ox should however
be 629. This must then be the year in which Kuvrat gained his independence from the
West Turkic qaganate and began building his Bulgar polity. This chronology is based
primarily on the recently published chronicle of the emir Gazi-Baradhz (1229-1246), in
which the foundation of Great Bulgaria is explicitly dated to 629/630, and on the year
of both multiples found in Malo Pereshchepyno (629-631), which, according to Lvova,
must have reached Kuvrat together with other gifts from his ally, Emperor Heraclius, on
the occasion of his rise to power. This is indeed a very interesting theory, the validity of
which rests almost entirely on the chronicle, a source which from the point of view of
Turkology presents a number of problems (e-mail message from Istvan Zimonyi, Uni-
versity of Szeged, dated February 4, 2005). The trustworthiness of the chronicle from the
point of view of the history and archaeology of the Bulgars has recently been defended
by Lvova 2003.
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with the historical, archaeological, and numismatic data and gives us a
terminus post quem for the migration of the fourth and fifth sons.

For lack of any better solution and in order to defend their frontier on
the Lower Danube against the growing threat, the Byzantines may have
chosen to pay tribute to the Bulgars ca. 650, given that their own troops
were at that time locked in confrontation with the Arabs.”" If we are to
trust Theophanes’ account on matters of geography, then the most likely
recipients of such payments were Kuvrat’s fourth and fifth sons. Both are
said to have crossed the Danube in the direction of the Avar qaganate
and of Italy (Pentapolis), respectively. On the other hand, before reach-
ing Onglos on the Lower Danube,”® Asparukh must have crossed the
Dnieper and the Dniester rivers. If so, the last two brothers must have
come from a region to the west of these two rivers (southern Moldavia,
Moldova, or eastern Walachia), which was separated by the river Dan-
ube from territories that had already been occupied by the Slavs. It is
from that region that they both fled, before Asparukh’s migration, into
the Carpathian Basin. Their old abodes were then taken by the much
stronger newcomers, who then attacked, together with those Bulgars
that had been left behind, the lands south of the Danube which were
nominally under Byzantine authority. The immediate consequence of
the Emperor Constantine IV’s failed counter-offensive of 680 was the
foundation of a new barbarian polity on Byzantine soil, something that
the Bulgars themselves had hardly planned to do.

The situation of the Onogur Bulgars on the Lower Danube is strik-
ingly reminiscent of the events taking place in that same region in the
560s. Back then, the Avars were the newcomers, an equally nomadic
group fleeing the approaching Turks. Although the latter were still far
away, namely east of the Maeotis, the Avars made desperate attempts
to leave the steppes north of the Black Sea as soon as possible. Their
request of permission to settle on Byzantine territory and expeditions
to the east and to the north of the Carpathian Mountains bespeak their
critical position. They must have felt relieved when entering the Car-
pathian Basin at the invitation of the Lombards.”

*! The Arab military threat receded only between 659 and 663. See Ostrogorsky 1980,
86 and 93.

52 For the state of research on the location of Onglos, see Chichurov 1980, 116
(n. 277); Beshevliev 1981, 175 with n. 8; Pohl 1988, 277 with n. 17. For an archaeological
point of view, see Fiedler 1992, 21-24. A most recent survey of this topic may be found
in Madgearu 2000 and Rashev 2004.

% Pohl 1988, 44-48.
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In the seventh century, the nemesis was the Khazars, who in the 660s
already established their control over the area around the Maeotis.** No
surprise, therefore, that Asparukh’s Bulgars left their abodes east of the
Dniester and Dnieper rivers® and sought the protection of the swampy
Onglos. It is interesting to mention at this point that according to
the Armenian Geographer Asparukh had first to chase the Avars from
the region. This has been taken either as an indication of a late Avar
presence in the Lower Danube region or as a mistake of a chronicler
writing at a great distance from the events narrated.® There can be no
doubt, though, that no Avars existed in the area at this time. Perhaps
the reference is here to the people Kuvrat’s fourth and fifth sons had left
behind before moving to the west, first to the Avars and then to Italy.
The Armenian Geographer could have easily confounded those people
with the Avars.

The weak link in this chain of arguments is that there are no solidi of
Constans II and Constantine IV between the Dnieper and the Lower
Danube. The only solidus of Constans II said to have been found in
the region turns out to be a mistakenly published find from another
period. This is the closing coin of the small hoard of Byzantine gold
coins found in 1976 in a sunken-floored building in Udesti, a village
in southern Bukovina on the upper course of the Siret River. Shortly
after the discovery, the hoard was announced in archaeological reports
as containing three coins struck for Phocas, Heraclius, and Constans II
with Constantine IV, respectively.”” In 1985, the closing coin was how-
ever given as an issue of Heraclius and Heraclius Constantine. Viorel
Butnariu, who has inspected the Udesti solidi, classified them according
to the catalogues available to him at that time. Although his reference
to BNP matches a MIB 8a (613-616) coin, Butnariu advanced a broader
dating between 613 and 629.>® The exact identification of the coin (MIB
8a) and its dating to 613-616 was first published by Monica Gogu, who

** Pohl 1988, 272 with nn. 27-28 points to the defeat of the Arab raid on the Khazar
city of Balanjar in 652 and the collapse of the West Turkic qaganate in 659, both well
dated events that mark the beginning of the westward expansion of the Khazars.

> Romashov 1994, 248 with nn. 224 and 249 placed Asparukh’s abode in the east-
ernmost region of Great Bulgaria, namely east of the Egorlyk-Manych-Don line. No
historical sources support this interpretation.

> Pohl 1988, 277 with n. 18; Szddeczky-Kardoss 1998, 218 no. 95.

57 Mitrea 1979, 374.

% Butnariu 1985, 231, 233 with n. 34. Butnariu’s date was then adopted uncritically
by Curta 1996, 167 no. 195.
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cited the 2000 doctoral dissertation of Ernest Oberldnder-Tarnoveanu.
Courtesy of Adrian Réidulescu, the excavator of the Udesti site, Gogu
also published photographs of the three gold coins.” Judging from that,
the closing coin is in fact a MIB 11 (616-625), while the other two coins
appear as MIB 9 (struck between September 1, 607 and 609) and MIB
6a (610-613), respectively.

The now thirty-year old misdating of the Udesti hoard had significant
consequences for the historical interpretation. On the basis of Bucur
Mitreass initial report, Vladislav Popovi¢ and myself associated the sup-
posed coin struck for Constans IT and Constantine IV with the westward
migration of the Onogur Bulgars.®® But even Butnariu, who was other-
wise aware of a much earlier date for the closing coin, associated the
small hoard with the situation in the second half of the seventh century
created by the Onogur Bulgar migration.®’ Moreover, although Butna-
riu’s identification and dating of the closing coin was known to Costel
Chiriac and Mihaela Iacob, they both ignored it and instead based their
interpretation of the hoard on the initial, but wrong identification of the
coin.®” Only Gogu suggested that the Udesti solidi had been obtained
by local Slavs through either plunder or ransom.®® There is therefore no
doubt that the closing of the Udesti hoard took place before 626 and
that its burial has nothing to do with the arrival of the Onogur Bulgars
to present-day Moldova or Moldavia. Instead, this is the first indication
that the local Slavs, either those allied to the Avars before 626 or those
raiding on their own the Balkan provinces of the Empire, had brought
back home Byzantine coins, obtained from plunder or ransom.

A somewhat different problem is that only a few horseman burials
that could be dated to this period have so far been found in the lands
west from the Dnieper River.®* There are no such burials between
the Dniester and the Lower Danube and only three are known from the
region between the Dniester and the Dnieper: the Iasinovo grave to the

¥ Gogu 2001, 283 with n. 2 (with the old bibliography) and 296-297, nos. 23-25,
fig. 7/226-228, with the identification, metrological data, and photographs of the three
coins.

% Popovi¢ 1986, 111 with n. 74; Popovi¢ 1990, 118; Somogyi 1997, 130 with n. 31.

61 Butnariu 1985, 216.

2 Chiriac 1991, 374 with nn. 10-12; Iacob 2000, 486 and 490 no. I/1.

¢ Gogu 2001, 287-288. It remains unclear why Balint 2004b, 52 with n. 165, who
cites Gogu, prefers the dating of the closing coin which I initially and wrongly supported
(654-659).

¢ Somogyi 1997, 130 with n. 31.
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west and the Hlodosy and Rovnoe finds to the east of the Bug River.
Hlodosy and Iasinovo have been dated to the second half of the sev-
enth century.®® The perforated solidus struck for Heraclius (629-631)
and found in Rovnoe offers a terminus post quem for the burial itself.
Whether that burial took place before or after 650, it is impossible to
tell from the analysis of the grave goods.* In any case, nothing seems to
stay in the way of ascribing these burial assemblages to the westernmost
Onogur Bulgars.*’

Before any attempt to explain imports into Avaria of gold and sil-
ver coins struck for Constans II and Constantine IV by means of the
Onogur Bulgar migration, one needs first to clarify the circumstances
under which the Bulgars moving to the west after 650 had the opportu-
nity to acquire gold or silver coins as gifts or tribute from Byzantium.

Seventh-century coins in the Lower Danube region,
in the steppes north of the Black Sea, in northern Caucasus,
and in Transcaucasia

Besides the well-known, coin-dated burial assemblages of the Dnieper
region (Makukhivka, 637/8; Malo Pereshchepyne, 642-6; Kelegeia,
642-6 and 644/5; Novi Sanzhary/Zachepilovka, 642-6), a number of
coin-dated burial assemblages and a coin hoard to be attributed to the
same group of finds associated with the Onogur Bulgars have received
comparatively less attention.®® A destroyed barrow with a female burial,
which was found in or around 1925 in the environs of Dnipropetrovs’ke,
produced seventy-two silver gilded imitations, of which only four have
been preserved. They all imitate light-weight solidi struck for Emperor
Constans (MIB 48, 642-646). At some point before 1851, several hun-

6 Balint 1989, 92 and 101-102.

% See below, n. 71.

¢ The autor of the most recently published survey on nomads in seventh-century
Eastern Europe (the so-called Pereshchepyne culture) attributes these burials to the
Khazars, to be dated to the last third of the seventh century or later (Komar 2006a).
Komar reports an additional horseman burial west of the Dnieper River, at Zhuravlikh.
The burial produced a perforated solidus struck for Constans IT (MIB 9, 645/6). See
Komar 2006b, 405, fig. 2/5.

6 By the time of this paper’s publication, the state of research on these assemblages
would have changed considerably. However, the opinions of most other scholars (Komar,
Kubishev, and Orlov 2006; Komar 2006a) regarding both the chronology and the inter-
pretation of these assemblages are substantially different from mine.

% Kropotkin 1962, 31 no. 149; Semenov 1988, 102-103 no. 33 with fig. 4.
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dred Byzantine gold coins are said to have been found in a ceramic pot
in Maistrov. Only one specimen was preserved, a solidus struck for Her-
aclius and his sons between 632 and 639.7° A male burial with associated
horse skeleton found in 1893 in Pechenaia (now Rovnoe) produced a
solidus struck for Heraclius, in addition to a sword, a bridle bit, strirups,
and belt buckles. Kropotkin’s identification of the coin as Sabatier pl.
29/18 = no. 48bis matches a coin of the MIB 11 class struck between
616 and 625. However, this is in fact the perforated coin of the MIB
29 class struck between 629 and 631, which is now in the numismatic
collection of the Archaeological Museum in Odesa.”” By contrast, the
perforated solidus found in grave 24 in Iosypivka in association with
a male skeleton with a southeast-northwest orientation belongs to the
MIB 11 class. Without any other information about the chronology of
what is otherwise said to be a large cemetery, it is unfortunately not
possible to decide whether this grave can actually be dated to the sev-
enth century or, much like grave 64 from the same cemetery, to a much
later period. The site is otherwise located in the neighborhood of Malo
Pereshchepyne, Makukhivka, and Novi Sanzhary/Zachepilovka.”
Sukko is on the eastern Black Sea Coast, just under the Taman Pen-
insula, a mere 20 km to the south from the region’s administrative seat
in Anapa. The hoard that is so often mentioned in the numismatic lit-
erature has been found in 1955 during work in the vineyard on Mount
Pavlida. The discoverers reported twenty coins, three of which had been
struck for Constans II, while two solidi and two hexagrams were minted
for Emperor Constantine IV. The solidi struck for Constans II belong to
the MIB 31 issue (662-667), while those minted for Constantine IV are
of the MIB 4C class (669-674). The die-linked hexagrams of the latter
emperor belong to the MIB 63C issue (669-674). It is often neglected
that V. V. Kropotkin has raised doubts about the authentic association of
gold with silver coins. According to him, the hexagrams must have been
found within the same vineyard, but somewhere else and at a different
time.”” Be as it may, the Sukko find shows that gold and silver coins
belonging to the same issues that appear in the Carpathian Basin were

7 Kropotkin 1962, 31-32 no. 159; Semenov 1988, 102-103 no. 34 with fig. 4.

7' Kropotkin 1962, 33 no. 196; Semenov 1988, 102-103 no. 29 with fig. 4; Stoliarik
1993, 141 no. 68 with fig. 14/3; Sokolova 1997, 28 with n. 57.

72 Beliaev and Molodchikova 1978, 89 with fig. 2/4 (solidus) and fig. 3/2 (grave plan);
Semenov 1988, 102-103 no. 32 with fig. 4; Balint 1989, 100 with n. 415.

73 Kropotkin 1962, 22 no. 26; Golenko 1965, 162, 164-165 with fig. 1/1-7; Kropotkin
1965, 168 no. 7 (26) with the identification of the solidi and of one hexagram after the
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in use in a region that cannot in any way be associated with the Onogur
Bulgars.” Judging from the dates of the closing coins, a likely terminus
a quo for the hoard burial is the period between 669 and 674, another
argument against the association of this hoard with the migration of
the Onogur Bulgars, who at that time must have already been in the
lands north of the Danube Delta.” If we are to assume an association of
this hoard with the steppe nomads, then the only likely candidates are
the pastoral communities who buried their dead during the last burial
phase of the Borisovo and Dyrso cemeteries dated to the last quarter of
the seventh century. As these two cemeteries show, by that time a new
group of steppe nomads had made its appearance in the environs of
Sukko. Its presence is attested by cremations until then not known in
the entire area from the Sea of Azov to the Kuban valley.”® Whether the
newcomers called themselves Khazars remains unclear, but it is already
clear that their migration to the eastern coast of the Black Sea took place
in the context of the Khazar expansion of the second half of the seventh
century.”” The arrival of the new nomads may have caused the burial of
collections of gold and silver coins until then in local hands.

Kamunta, a well known site in Northern Ossetia, an isolated moun-
tain region of the northern Caucasus range, is also very far from any
possible association with the Onogur Bulgars.”® As the Byzantine gold
coins, the Sassanian drachms, and their imitations found before 1882
by treasure hunters suggest, such coins had been in circulation in the
region throughout the sixth and seventh centuries.” The latest of those
coins now dissociated from their original archaeological context are later

Tolstoi catalogue. According to A. I. Semenov, two other hexagrams struck for Constan-
tine IV must now be in private hands.

7 Somogyi 1997, 128 with n. 19.

7> Balint 2004b, 39.

76 Unlike Dyrso, where pit cremations can be clearly distinguished from the inhuma-
tions of the previous burial phase and may be seen as an entirely different cemetery, in
Borisovo there is an obvious continuity of biritualism. Unfortunately, one is still wait-
ing for a toposeriation and the relative chronology of the burial assemblages excavated
between 1911 and 1913 and only partialy published in 1914 (see Erdélyi 1982, 21-22
with Annex 3 (cemetery map) and Annex 4-7 (some selected grave inventory). Mean-
while, it appears clear that in Borisovo both burial rites were associated with cist graves,
while in Dyrso cremations were restricted to simple pits. See Balint 1989, 34-36 and 44
with a survey of both sites.

77 Semenov 1986, 98 with n. 37.

78 Balint 2004b, 38. It remains a mystery why Béna 1970, 251 and 259 attributed this
cemetery to the “Ogurs of the Caucasus”

7 Kropotkin 1962, 30, nos. 138-139; Balint 1989, 24 with n. 19.
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solidi struck for Heraclius between 632 and 639, as well as a twice-
perforated solidus minted for Constans II (Tolstoino. 251 = MIB 26, 654—
659). The main reason for the apparently easy access that the mountain-
eers of Ossetia had to Byzantine gold coins and Sassanian drachms must
be that they were strategically positioned between Byzantium, Persia,
Central Asia, and the steppes.®® On the other hand, it is well known that
the Byzantine elite troops were recruited from among the warlike popu-
lations of the Caucasus Mountains.* The local chieftains who controlled
the recruitment must have been well rewarded for their efforts.

All those coins indicate a chronologically differentiated flow of Byz-
antine gold and silver coins within three regions. Only one of them,
namely the Dnieper region, may be viewed as the settlement area of
the Onogur Bulgars, a group of whom moved into the years before 600/1
to the Avar qaganate.®” But this can most certainly not be interpreted as
an indication that the Onogur Bulgars “had acquired between 626 and
670 large quantities of Byzantine coins”®* On the contrary, the flow of
Byzantine solidi in the direction of the Dnieper region seems to have
come to a halt in or shortly before 650. Solidi struck for Constans I and
Constantine IV after that date have been found in burial assemblages in
the Lower Don area, which have nothing to do with any one of Kuvrat’s
three sons who had moved to the west.** These are the burials of nomadic
groups that after 650 had most certainly fallen under Khazar rule (see
the story of Kuvrat’s eldest son).Whether they called themselves Turks,
Khazars, Onogurs, Cutrigurs, or some other, unknown name, we will
never find out. But it is quite clear that they were viewed as sufficiently
important for Constantinople to receive regular shipments of solidi,

8 Golenko 1965, 163-164; Ostrogorsky 1980, 50-51. This further substantiated by
fragments of silk clothes of Soghdian, Byzantine, Chinese, and Iranian origin, which
have been found in burial assemblages of the Moshchevaia balka cemetery, which indi-
cate that during the seventh and eighth century an important branch of the Silk Road
crossed the Caucasus Mountains. See Balint 1989, 28-29 with nn. 38-41 and Ierusalim-
skaia 1996.

81 Ostrogorsky 1980, 68.

8 Whether the Onogur Bulgar settlement area stretched as far as the Dnieper River
has been disputed. See Chichurov 1980, 110-111 (n. 264); Romashov 1994, 237-245;
Pohl 1988, 271-272; Stepanov 1995; Balint 2004a, 300; Balint 2004b, 38 with n. 43-44.
As Réna-Tas 2001 has recently demonstrated, there is no serious reason to locate Great
Bulgaria, Kuvrat’s land, to the east from Maeotis, in the Kuban region. The argument has
been long made, somewhat more forcefully, by Lauterbach 1967.

8 Bodna 1993, 531 and 536.

8 Somogyi 1997, 130 and nn. 28-29 points to the fundamental work of A. I. Semenov.
See also Balint 2004a, 115 and Balint 2004b, 39.
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none of which, however, reached the Carpathian Basin. Csanad Balint
rightly criticized Istvan Bona’s cavalier treatment of this issue and his
misguided attempts to link these finds to Kuvrat’s Great Bulgaria.®

Csandad Balint was also right when pointing to the Obérseni hoard,
as well as to other contemporary hoard finds from neighboring Wala-
chia and Dobrudja as good examples of how Byzantine coins could have
reached those regions after 650 without Onogur Bulgar mediation.*
However, one cannot accept Bélint’s general treatment of the numis-
matic material, with his almost exclusive emphasis on the date of the
closing coins and no consideration for the fact that the coin hoards in
question contain sometimes gold, sometimes silver or copper. Nor is
there any assessment of the number of various denominations, which
played very different roles inside the Byzantine economic system and
were accordingly valued differently outside that system.

As a consequence of the Avar raids and the Slavic settlement, Byz-
antium gradually lost control over the Balkan provinces. This process
could not even be reversed by the victory obtained under the walls of
Constantinople in August 626. By the time of Heraclius’ death, the only
territories over which Constantinople exercised effective control was
the immediate Thracian hinterland of the capital city and a few points
on the Adriatic and the western Black Sea coasts.*” The decline and dis-
appearance of the Byzantine forms of life is clearly illustrated by the
parallel developments of the coinage struck in copper. Both hoard and
stray finds indicate that the circulation of copper coins ceased in the
620s, and no such coins minted during the subsequent decades have so
far been found in the central Balkans.®® By contrast, copper remained in
circulation in certain coastal regions at least until the end of the seventh
century. Besides the Adriatic coast, post-630 Byzantine coins are docu-
mented in Mesembria and the surrounding hinterland, in Silistra, and
in Dobrudja.* This can be no surprise in the case of Mesembria, which

8 Balint 2004b, 37-39.

8 Balint 2004b, 52 with nn. 165-167.

¥ Ostrogorsky 1980, 64-65, 74 and 102-103; Pohl 1988, 242 with n. 33; Fiedler 1992,
14 with n. 136 and 16.

8 Popovi¢ 1986, 108 with nn. 41-43. On the situation in Dobrudja, see Stoliarik 1993,
158, table 4; Butnariu 1985, 216 with nn. 98-101 and Gandila 2005. Curta 1996, 87-95,
108, with figs. 8-23 arrived to a similar conclusion at the end of a thorough analysis of
the Balkan hoards. For copper in Illyricum and Thrace, see Morrisson 1998, 924-926
with figs. 1-3.

% First discussed by Iacob 2000. The author’s catalogue is to be used with great cau-
tion, though, primarily because of the numerous mistakes of coin attribution and of
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until its conquest by the Bulgars in 812 remained an important port and
trade center.”® On the other hand, the cluster of coin finds in and around
Silistra seems to substantiate the old idea that the city survived until at
least the arrival of Asparukh’s Bulgars.”" As for Dobrudja, I agree with
Florin Curta’s interpretation of the unusually large number of late coins
in that region located between the Black Sea and the Danube as in some
way associated with the small trade caused by the activity of the Black
Sea fleet.” In that respect, it is no surprise that the copper coins from the
small hoard found in Constanta were struck for Heraclius (MIB 200a,
613-618 and MIB 211, 618-628), Constans II (MIB 199, 662-668) and
Constantine IV (MIB 114, 668-674) in such distant mints as Alexan-
dria, Rome, and Carthage.”

Scholars have long noted that the chronology of the copper coins
found in Walachia, Moldavia and the steppe segment on the northwest-
ern coast of the Black Sea matches the chronology of Balkan coin finds.
The difference is merely one of frequencies, as more coins are known
from the former Byzantine provinces than from the territories north of
the Lower Danube and the Black Sea. But the regular economic relations
responsible for the presence of those coins ceased at the same time in

outdated identifications. See now Curta 2005, 116 with fig. 1 and 124-131, with the fol-
lowing entries: 3, 5 (late folles of Heraclius from Silistra and Dobrudja), 11 (hexagram
of Heraclius from Silistra), 15, 17, 23, 28, 29, 36, 38, 43, 46, 50, 52, 53, 58 (coppet, silver,
and gold coins struck for Constans II and found in Mesembria, Silistra, and Dobrudja),
62, 65-7, 69, 70, 72, 74, 77-9, 83, 84, 86, 87, 91 (copper, silver, and gold coins struck for
Constantine IV and found in Mesembria, Silistra, and Dobrudja). But Curta 2005, 128
and 130 is wrong about two hexagrams from Valea Teilor being part of a hoard. All we
know is that the one coin is a silver imitation of a solidus struck for Constans II (MIB
3-4, 642-646/7) and the other a hexagram of Constantine IV (MIB 63C, 669-674).
Both have been donated to the Danube Delta Museum in Tulcea by the local teacher,
C. Poponete. Whether or not they were found together, remains unknown (Oberldnder-
Tarnoveanu 1980, 163-164).

% Fiedler 1992, 27 with n. 281 and 32 with n. 336; Laiou 2002, 704; Curta 2005,
121-122.

o' This is particularly true for the archaeological context in which was found the
hoard with two silver coins minted for Constantine IV, namely in the layer of destruc-
tion within the basilica. That some of the artifacts in that hoard were deformed by
intense heating also points to the same direction. See Fiedler 1992, 14 with n. 138 and
Curta 1996, 169 no. 210. This also dovetails nicely with Florin Curta’s observation that,
since the coins were in fact % siliqua tokens of purely ceremonial character, which may
be associated with Emperor Constantine IV’s presence on the Lower Danube frontier
during his 680 campaign against the Bulgars (Curta 1996, 114).

°2 Curta 2005, 123-124.

% Dimian 1957, 197. My MIB identifications are based on the authors BMC
identifications.
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both the Balkans and the territories north of the Lower Danube and the
Black Sea.* This is most certainly to be interpreted as an indication that
the population in those territories maintained relations with the Byzan-
tine economic system until the 620s.

Most significant in this respect is the Obarseni hoard with thirty-four
copper coins struck for Phocas, Heraclius, and Constans II. Because of
the dates of the closing coins (642-647, 651/2, and 652-657), there can
no doubt that as late as the 650s Byzantine copper was still available in
the region of the lower Prut and Siret Rivers, close to the Danube Delta.
On the other hand, it is important to note that the relatively small col-
lection of copper coins contains specimens from virtually every mint in
operation at that time within the Empire.”” This may in turn be inter-
preted as an indication of the fact that the hoard was formed not north
of the Danube, but somewhere else in the Empire where monetary cir-
culation was still in operation. The closest territory to qualify for that
position is Dobrudja, even if the circumstances will remain unknown,
in which this small collection of coins moved north of the Danube to
be buried there. At any rate, the Obarseni hoard is a unique find and no
conclusion should be drawn on that basis regarding the continuation of
monetary circulation in that region until the 650s.%

* Copper coins struck for Heraclius from Walachia, Moldavia, and Moldova: Alcedar
(Butnariu 1985, 224 no. 192, 620/1); Almaj (Butnariu 1985, 217 no. 3, 612/3); Cioroiasu
and Cioroiu (Preda 1972, 398); Comanesti (two specimens, see Butnariu 1985, 218, nos.
35-36, 612/3 and 619/20); Craiova (Butnariu 1985, 218 no. 40, 612/3), Dorohoi and
Falticeni (Preda 1972, 401), Husi (Preda 1972, 403), Oltenita (Preda 1972, 404), the
environs of Tecuci (Stoliarik 1993, 140 no. 65, 619/20), the environs of Vaslui (Preda
1972, 411). There are finds of Byzantine coins even farther to the east. A follis struck for
Heraclius between 614 and 619 was found on the Bug River, at Migiia (opposite from the
confluence with the Kodyma River); see Stoliarik 1993, 141 no. 68. For the distribution
of all those coins, see Stoliarik 1993, 69, 71-72 with tables 11 and 111; Butnariu 1985,
210 with fig. 6 and table on page 201. It is no accident that the last copper coins from an
Avar burial assemblage (cat. 84) and the last stray finds of coins struck for Heraclius in
Avaria (Carnuntum, Vienna, and Ravazd; see Winter 2000, 54 with no. 1/31, 56 with no.
11b/2 and 59) can be dated to the same period.

% For a total of eight mints. See Dimian 1957, 196; Preda 1972, 411-412; Butnariu
1985, 212 and 230.

% The criticism is aimed primarily at myself, as I have wrongly maintained earlier
that the circulation of Byzantine silver and copper coins in the Lower Danube region
of Moldavia between the lower courses of the Prut and Siret Rivers can be documented
until the arrival of the Onogur Bulgars (Somogyi 1997, 128). Two copper coins struck
for Emperor Constans IT and found in Walachia (Novaci and Resca, see Curta 2005, 127
no. 30, 651/2 and 127 no. 33, 647-655) may easily be linked to the pattern created in
Dobrudja and Silistra and caused by the movements of the fleet, while two other cop-
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The Hroznova find (near Krnov, Czech Republic) is another example
of how copper coins produced within the Byzantine economic system
(in this case, in Carthage) moved to regions where Byzantine coins were
not in circulation and where they most certainly had no exchange value.
Indeed, the hoard contains a third- to second-century Republican coin,
in addition to copper struck for Justin II, Heraclius, and Constans II (the
latter minted between 658 and 668).%

In sharp contrast to the traditionally ceremonial silver struck within
the Empire (the miliarense), the new silver coin introduced in 615 (the
hexagram) was meant to have exchange value. It is therefore surprising
to see hexagrams found in great quantities in hoards discovered north of
the Lower Danube in Walachia. They document a significant presence
of Byzantine silver in that region between 650 and 680/1.

The composition of the Galati (found in 1946) and Priseaca (found in
1965) hoards have long been published, but their thorough numismatic
analysis remains a desideratum. Only gypsum imprints of three coins
are preserved from the hoard found during World War II in Dragédsani.
On the basis of the BMC identifications published so far for these finds,
I advanced new MIB identifications, but the Priseaca hoard in fact con-
tains only one MIB 62A specimens and four of the MIB 62B class.”® No
illustration of the Galati coins exists, which allows speculations about
the possibility that among the three hexagrams struck for Heraclius
there are specimens dated between 626 and 629.

Not much is known about the Vartop find, except that the two hexa-
grams struck for Constans II and Constantine IV, respectively, were
found in 1939.” It therefore remains unclear why Viorel Butnariu lists
two silver coins for this hoard, one minted for Constans II, the other for
Heraclius and Tiberius, while Florin Curta speaks of no less than three
coins, struck for Heraclius, Constans II, and Constantine IV, respec-
tively.'® Costel Chiriac writes of only two hexagrams of Constans II

per coins from the Bulgarian interior (Curta 2005, 126 no. 26 and 129 no. 61) may be
associated with Mesembria.

7 Radomérsky 1953, 111 with n. 9.

% Dimian 1957, 196-197; Butoi 1968, 97-100 with figs. 1-4; Mitrea 1976, 200;
Somogyi 1997, 128 with n. 21 and 131 with n. 34.

% Mitrea 1977, 380-381 no. 131.

1 Butnariu 1985, 224 nos. 173-174; Curta 2005, 125 no. 13, 128 no. 47, and 130
no. 80.
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and Constantine IV from a dispersed hoard, and nothing more is to be
inferred from the published note about this find.'"*

The Piua Petrii hexagrams have received an equally contradictory
description in the secondary literature.' This, however, can be explained
in terms of the confusion created by the illustration published by Con-
stantin Preda.'® Because the original report was not available to me,
I had to follow Preda’s interpretation. This, however, contains a list of
different Byzantine coins from Piua Petrii, among them a silver coin
struck for Heraclius and Tiberius (?)(Sabatier II, pl. 34), two silver coins
struck for Constantine IV Heraclius and Tiberius III (Sabatier II, pl. 34),
and two silver coins struck for Constantine IV, Heraclius, and Tiberius
IIT (Sabatier II, pl. 35 no. 17). It is quite clear that Preda listed two
specimens twice each time following a different identification based on
Sabatier’s catalogue. Because plate 34 in that catalogue contains only one
hexagram with Heraclius and Tiberius (no. 21) and that is in fact a coin
struck for Constans II, the attribution of these two coins to Constantine
IV is most likely wrong. Therefore only one or, at best, three hexagrams of
Constans II (obviously the coins attributed to Sabatier I, pl. 34 no. 21 =
MIB 152-154, 659-668), and only two hexagrams of Constantine IV
(Sabatier IT, pl. 35 no. 17 = MIB 67, 674-681) were found in 1945 in Piua
Petrii near the confluence of the Talomita and Danube rivers.

All these coins represent a gold mine for Byzantine numismatics, for
some issues are known exclusively from these Romanian finds.'** Schol-
ars of the early medieval history of the region have also paid much atten-
tion to these coins. As the closing coins could be dated to about the same
time and thus indicate that hoards must have been buried in the 670s
at the earliest, it is no surprise that most scholars associated the finds
with the Onogur Bulgar migration.'” The otherwise much more inter-
esting question regarding the sudden appearance of hexagrams in large

101 Chiriac 1991, 374.

102 Butnariu 1985, 221 no. 113: two silver coins struck for Constantine I'V, Heraclius,
and Tiberius III; Chiriac 1991, 374: three hexagrams struck for Constans II (two speci-
mens) and Constantine I'V; Curta 2005, 130 no. 75: two hexagrams struck for Constan-
tine I'V.

103 preda 1972, 406.

104 As Hahn 1981, 155 notes, the Priseaca hoard is the largest sample of late hexa-
grams. See also Curta 1996, 113 with nn. 155-156.

15 Butoi 1968, 103; Butnariu 1985, 216; Popovi¢ 1986, 111-113 with fig. 6; Chiriac
1991, 373-377; Curta 1996, 109 with n. 137; Somogyi 1997, 130-131.
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numbers in a region from which copper coins had disappeared for some
time, and which is devoid of any finds of gold, remained unanswered.

A notable exception is Florin Curtas paper on sixth- to seventh-
century hoards in Eastern Europe. Curta suggests that the silver coins
in question, as well as the silver dress accesories (a fibula, two earrings,
and a torc) found in Cosovenii de Jos were Byzantine bribes or gifts for
the Bulgars, of which a part may have been buried during Constantine
IV’s 680/1 campaign. To be sure, about half of all Walachian hexagrams
have been found on or to the west from the Olt River, that is within a
region that cannot in any way be associated with that Onglos in which
historical sources place Asparukh’s Bulgars before 680/1.'° But Curta’s
paper is of great interest for a very different reason, namely that he offers
a good survey of the geographic and chronological distribution of the
hexagram finds. He notes that hexagrams appear in the largest quantity
in Armenia and Georgia, where unlike Walachia, all issues of Heraclius
and only earlier issues of Constans II (to 654-659) are known.'”” Since
no hexagrams are known for the period in which Byzantine Armenia
and Iberia were lost to the Arabs, the conclusion drawn from the distri-
bution of finds in Transcaucasia is that the presence of hexagrams must
be attribtuted to Byzantine campaigns in that region.'*

Thanks to the series “Collection Moneta,” whose editor seems bent
on publishing systematically all Armenian and Georgian coin finds, we
now have a solid basis for the study of Byzantine coin circulation in
Transcaucasia.'” The recent analysis of the Armenian hoards of Byzan-
tine hexagrams has indicated the existence of two groups. While both
hoards found in Dvin, as well as the Artsvaberd (Karge) hoard contain
primarily coins minted for Heraclius that belong to his 625-629 series,
the largest number of coins in the Kosh, Stepanavan, and Gumri (Lenin-
akan) hoards are specimens of Constans II's series of 642-647, 647/8,
and 648-651/2. Moreover, excavations in Dvin produced so far only

¢ Curta 1996, 114-116. Romanian archaeologists and historians maintain that
Onglos must be located in Walachia, an interpretation endorsed by Florin Curta, which
however has no support in the existing evidence. For the state of research, see Chichurov
1980, 115-116 (n. 277), Fiedler 1992, 21-24, Madgearu 2000 and Rashev 2004.

17 Curta 1996, 110-113.

108 Hahn 1981, 99; Curta 1996, 111 with n. 149.

19 So far, the Armenian, Georgian, and French numismatists responsible for this
series have been able to publish almost all hoard and stray finds of Byzantine and Sas-
sanian coins. A list of the volumes published so far is available in Tsukhishvili and
Depeyrot 2003, 3.
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hexagrams struck for Heraclius, especially specimens of the 625-629
issue."” Even though the exact date of the old stray finds published by
V. V. Kropotkin is not known, there is no doubt that Heraclius’ hexa-
grams dominate that group as well.'"!

Since most hexagrams found in Armenia can be dated to that period
during which the Byzantine troops controlled Dvin and the whole
of Armenia (between 623 and 628 and again between 647 and 655),'"
the conclusion to be drawn from the analysis of the Armenian finds
is that a strong correlation exists between the distribution of hexa-
grams and the presence of the Byzantine army in Transcaucasia. Given
the great number of specimens with little, or no signs of use-wear, it is
possible that the hexagrams struck for Heraclius and Constans II were
not minted in Constantinople, but directly in Armenia for the local dis-
tribution to the troops.'

The catalogue of Armenian finds contains three specimens that have
been so far neglected in the analysis of hexagrams, mainly because little
is known about the precise circumstances in which these coins had been
found. However, both the Echmiadzin (1908) and Durchi (1942) finds
are hexagrams minted for Heraclius, which suggests that they belong
to the first group of Armenian hexagrams. If t